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, , Uifipn .being iatr^duceci; to tKe, people by Hon'. 
N, . B.. • J trntt j , Ju<i{;rftV--TRijMBOiiL-- Vas .greeted'. by ' 
heart.y chetrta. , Silence liaviBg.b^^onrQBtoreclh^ 

" ')^aid.: . ; ; ; \. \., \ ' \ . ,'ri' ,■ ^. , , 
Fellow. Qiti^ens :-^X am, gratified in h nvirig.an .' 
opportu.nlty of, laying jbofore so many mmy fel- 

. iow.oi.tjaena as ,1 see heA-G astspBtblad, my q^^n 
views in regard to ths.pijlitlonl que0tioaB,wHic!h 
ha-ve agitated tjhe p^b^w naind since I becarae 

; «}oaniected wit,h public, afi'ajVa. Whon I entered 
ConK^ess as of t)s6 , ItepreEe&fcati^es of this 
Stflito. the great ^ind gllrabaovbiag qaestipn 
which ; ocoupisii the publio mind was the Sla- 
very questioa, Parties Were then orgaciy-ed 
upon that queatioa. and they have continued 
BO up to this time ; and it is in regard to that 
questiOG that I shall chio&y address yo« tc 
sight, thoagh not altogether ; for, in discussing 
tba,t queation^ I (Jeaire, to bring befpte you the 
fact which esists, that eJl the fyreat p'owero of 
thio fjoTCrnmQnt. j»,r0 aubordinate to uhis oae 
question,^ I wifjh to show yoii how the sspfsu- 

■ '4itares:of this government ase made — how its 

- patronage- is, napd, and hov? ite powers is 
is exeFtfjd for the' puvpose pf 9nT*o.ura<^eing the 
.spread of olay-ery and the denomination of slave 
pow^r.. , ^Applause,] In doing this, myfeilow 
clxiifieuB, L ebttft sesoi;t £o no clap-trap fiiprea- 

" fsiona; I wiah po peraon. io the audienqe, or in. 
this Statue, to acf'ar " vote with that party with 
which I 'havQ . tho iipnor tci act, unless he be- 
liovea it to be vight. I have no. false colors to 
bang but Jo deceive .you, but % wish to lay be^ 

' yi-ore you th^fl pl9,)in, honc§t truth, and if that 
does not, corawend the pai'ty with, which I act 
to ^oar judgijaentOvthea I say to yow it' is your 
duty to, act with aonie, other party ; but if, in 
the course p^the observations I have to raake, 
1 can show you that a party F-ailing under false 

U colors pretending one thing and acting another is 

. .nji8le..?idlng the .public mind, and,ohapgirig the 
^ppHcy of the,.gov8rniaieu4-r-profeagiag econ«m^ 



is guilty, of , profligiicy—professing to love the 
OoiiiiiiUition, is trampling it untlop foot, and 
proiVvMiiif; tn; be Deasocriitic, io thai oM black- 
«*iaofe^de Federal .party in ■di8j^aiiBe~if i caa, 
shoyir thiato^youi tihen I fe'isBS you will abaadoa 
;a«cV£!. party £\3 that.' 

It will be necassary to devote a few aiOBisate 
—and X aiiail Ibe very brief upon that poiist^-So 
a hiBtiory of the 8.Savery question. This is iMs- 
cesaary, because parties dispute an., to i-Air't;, 
■'■•each professes. 'Each of the 'great .patUca %f 
■ the.couatr,y professes deyotioii to the ConHti&tl- 
tioii, and each charges lipoti the .other tho oa-" 
tertairitng of vievsra •vrhich it denies. , W^^v. 
imch is the case we must look at the. facta, asid 
as intelligent men judge who is right. 

When the government was formed, we a!i 
\ kndw that stavary asist-edinmany of the'Statea, 
and the goveviuaent was fe?med oh .ihe princi- 
ple of letting the slavery question alone, to be 
mana.ged by the States in wMch it esiated. 
But, so fiir as the fedeisl govevnthent was. ooh- 
icerned, it took cognizahce of this question In 
the territories Cf the Unifod States. ■ ThiH io'a 
matter of " history. Before the adoptidn 'bS the 
.Constitution, the Territories TvhicU Ivid bebn 
ceded to the United States, as tho'.y existed un- 
;der the Articles of Confederation, were gov&vn- 
ed by vfhat is known as the Ordinance of 1787, 
and that Ordinanqe, as you well knov,-, esplu- 
ded slaTrsVy^rpm all the territory vyhioh thoa 
belonged to ftse.Utiited oVai'?--- rw'he.n the Con- 
stitution was foTsned,' shortly ftffcervvavdj thia 
sulyecl vrm left in the same condition in •srbiih 
the conyentiou found it. ' ' . . ' 

• ThiR policy contiiiued to exclude slaiyel'y from 
all the ilerntones' of . the fjnit'^d States, for 
many ye>5r« 



■^.■Viioij I^Toith Cs,roJir!,s^ r.ne 



gim_86ded the '.veBtern territory bclobging 
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those Statejs to the UDited States, it vras bo well 
onderatood that the federal government would 
ftbolbh slaverj'^ in the tei ritories which they ce- 
ded, unless therH was n proyieion against it. 
that such a clause was iDsertpd in the deed of 
cession. 

I state this on this dccasion to show that 
Bome other object was de sipned than that which 
is now professed in the reijeal of tte Missouri 
Compi'omise. The polic y of the country down 
to 1854 was to keep tlia Teri'itories free. Then a 
oow policy was inaugura led. Now what was tha 
theory upon which the Missouri Compromise 
was repealed? i will ^atate it as fairly ais I 
know how, for the benefit of those who effected 
that repeal. Did they not tell us that the Mia 
souri Compromise wat> repealed for the purpose 
of conferring upon the people of the Territory 
the right of Relf government and Popular Sov 
erignty ? Wasa't tiiat the avowed reason ? 
[Cries of "Yes, yeg,"] Well, if it was for that 
reason, has not that renaon been totally aban» 
doned? ["Yea, yes; that's ao."| It is true 
that was the rertson, and it was said by those 
whtt brought about that repeal that the people 
of a Territory ehould have the same right to 
reuulme their domestic affairs an the people of 
a State, and I remember te have heard the po- 
sition statei'i in this form : ''Are you not capa- 
ble of poverning yourseiyes in the State of llli- 
noiis, and do you lose your penses, so that you 
can't gov'ifc yourselves, the ino.ment you pass 
Qver the line of a State into a Territory ? Are 
yoli not as capable of governingyoursel ves there 
as herfj?" This was the form in which the 
question was stated, and the appeal wan made 
to all the people of the Free States to indorse 
the repeal of the Missouri Com promise, upon 
the f^round and the ground aioue, of leaving the 
people of the Territory free to regulate their 
own domestic affairs \n their own way. This 
wan the doctrine professed until the Cincinnati 
Coavt^ntioQ met, in 1856—1 mean professed in 
th(j North, for it never was the doctrine avow- 
ed by the South. When that convention mpt 
they t)a8ued a resolution deckring thtit the 
people of each Territory should havo tiso right 
to aet«rmiue their own domestic institutions, 
including slavery, when they came to form a 
St^te Qoverament. 

Sere the idea was first started that they 
should have the tight, when they formed a 
State government. Was that, ever in contro- 
verisy ? [ Criea of No I No IJ Never I Did any 
O0« ever pretend that anybody could form a 
constitution for the jpeopieof a State except the 
people of a State themselves 7 The people of 
a Ti^reitory cannot by themselves pat a State 
constitatioQ in operation. The conetitation 
irbioh they form baa no effect—is not approv- 
;«d'— aotii they are admitted into the Union as 
i Stute. You b w w t^js* Jjinnesota form- 
ed a lOOnstitutioB, but did it come into force be- 
fore she was admitted as a State? Oregon form- 



ed a fiomtitution, aivd yet it ie not a State. 
KanflRs tiaw had half a dozen constitution and 
is not yet a State. [Cheers and laughter.] 

Here is the change which the repealers of 
the Missouri Comproraiso have made in their 
professions. They all professed, at the time 
the Missouri Compromise was repealed, to be^* 
Heve that slavery would not go into Kansas. 
We who were opposed to the repeal of that law, 
which excluded slavery from Klansas while a 
Territory, told them the effect would be to open 
Kansas ta slavery, and slavery would go there. 
They said it was no such thing — it was a slan- 
der upon them, for they were as much opposed 
to slavery as any one — ^that it was "an aboli- 
tion lie" — that slavery would never go there, 
and the Missouri Compromise was notrepeaied 
for any snch purpose. This was the profession. 
[Cries of True! True!] 

What did we say further ? We said slavery 
would be introduced, and when slavery got in- 
to the Territory it would be difficult get it out. 
This they denied What now has been the 
practical effect! The moment the Missouri 
Compromise was repealed slavery did go into 
Kansas — it is there to-day. That is the truih, 
which cannot be denied. After sievory g^it 
there did the people have a right to exclude vl 
did. the people have aright to do anything? 
You are too familiar with the history of Kan- 
sas to require that I should go over it to'nig' t; 
but you all know that so far from the people of 
Kansas having the right to regulate their own 
affairs on the subject of slavery, at the very first 
election which was held the settlers were driv- 
en from the polls, and a legislature wa? elected 
for them, and what did it do? That iegisia 
ture passed a law punishing aman with chains 
and the penitentiary who should say slavery 
did fiot exist in Kansas. If a man merely 
avowed such to be his opinion he subjected 
himseiif to the penitentiary. That legislature, 
vvhen it met, imposed unconstitutional laws up. 
on the people of Kansas— provided for the per 
petuation of its power — appointed its officers for 
years— took the control of all the affairs of the 
Territory, and backed up by the United States 
army, a parfect despotism, was forced upoh a 
people who, it was said, had had conferred upon 
them the great principles of self-government 
and popular sovereignty. [Loud applause j 
These are the facts. 

Let us follow this history along a little fur- 
ther. In process of time it was supposed Kan, 
sas would wish to he !»dmitted into the Union 
as a State. Her people, you remember bad 
formed oiio constitution, known as the "Topo- 
ka ConstiJution," established a free State. It 
was necessary to meet this with something, and 
a bill Tfaa prepared in the Senate by Mr. 
Douglas, authorizing the people of Kansas' to 
hold a oonyention and form a oonstitatiou. 
Several aijiendments were offere.i to that bill, 
Atno )g ;Hher8 an araoBdmenl was offered by 
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Mr. Tiioaabs, of Georgia, and that bUI subse. 
qnently passed the Senate. Now, feHow citi. 
zena, I make the distinct chai':re that there vras 
n f)reci>ncei ted arruiigeDU'iiL and pint entered in. 
to by the v> ry men vrho now chiim credit for 
opposinf:; a constitution not sxihmitted to th« 
people— to have a constitution formed and put 
in force without giving, the people an opportu. 
nity to pass upon it. (Great applause.) This, 
my friends, is a serious charge, but I charge it 
to-niftht, the very men who tra^^erse the conn, 
try under banners proclaiming popular sover. 
eignty, by dpsign, concocted a bill on purpose 
to force u constitution upon that people. The 
evidence to prove the charge I make I have 
brought along with nic, (Applause,) because a 
chargo of a serious character like this might be 
controverted bv the men wrho claim credit for 
popular sovereigntv, unless I brought the evi- 
dence with me. I hold in lay hand the bill 
brought into the Senate of the United States by 
Mr. Toombs, on the 25th of June 1856, contain, 
ing a clause requiring the constitutinn which 
the convention should form, to be submitted to 
the people for their ratification or rejection. 
The bill wa? referred to the Committee on Ter 
ritories in the Senate of the United States, of 
vrhicli Judge Douglaa is chairman. Judge 
Douglas, five days afterwards, reported hack 
tiie bill I hold in rny hand, making various al- 
tefations in the bill, and, ammf/ others, stri. 
king out the clause requiring the constifulion to 
be submitted to the people, and he stated that on 
consultation with Mr. Toombs, he had made 
these alterations. (Tremendous applause.) 

A Voice — To whom did he inako the stn t e- 
ment? 

Mr. Trombfll— Ho made it in the Senate of 
the United State?, and it is reported in the Coa. 
greasional Globe! 

A Voice — -what did Douglas eay? 

Mk. Trombuix — What did ho say ? Ee uas 
silent as the grave and voted Jor the biU. (Ap« 
plausti.) It passed the Senate but was defeat- 
ed in the House. Mind jou now, this was be- 
fore tho Presidential election. (Cheers and 
laughter.) It was before the thunders of the 
Freemont vote had rolled down to ■Wafihingtou 
and frightened the men that were there. (Ap- 
plause.) It Wi)8 before the people of IlUncla 
Lad swept the plunderers from the State Capita:*! 
and instuUed in their places free men and the 
friends of free men. (Renewed applause ) It 
would not do to risk that J)olicj much longer. 
(Laughter and applaupe). 

PROOF OF THK C0N8PIRACT. 

[We Bobstitute the following from Judge 
Trumbuil'B Alton speech, delivered Aug. 26tbj 
In |iea of what he adduced on the same mh - 
jectin his Chicago speech. It is perfectly over" 
whelming): 

Now, the charge ia that there toas a plot enier. 
td into to have a (Constitution fonmi for JSansas:, 



av.d put in force wUliovi giving the people an 
opportunity to pass upon it, and iliat Mr, Doug- 
las icas in the plot. This is as susceptible of 
proof by the record as is the fact that the State 
of Minnesota was admitted into the Uniuti at the 
last sp.'^sion of Congress. 

On the 25th of June, 1856. a bill was pen- 
ding in the United States Senate to authorize 
the people of Kansas to fortn a Conttitutiou and 
come into the Union. On that day Mr. Toombs 
offered an amendment which he intended to 
propose to the bill, which wa.s ordered to be 
printed and, with the original bill and other 
amendments, recommitted to the Committee on 
Territories, of which Judge Douglas was chair, 
num. This amendment of Mr. Toombs, prin- 
ted by order of the Senate, and a copy of which 
I have here present, provided fot* the appoint- 
ment of commissioners who were to take a cen- 
sus of Kansas, divide the terrftory into election 
districts, and euperiotend rhe election of dele* 
gates to form a Constitution,, and contains a 
cl!i>iRe in the section which I will read to 
you, requiring the Constitutii a which should be 
formed to be submitted to t^-e people for adop- 
tion. It reads as follows : 

"That the following piopcsitiori.<! be and thu same 
are hereby offered to t'ne tfdd Convention cf the peo- 
ple of Karisas, t/ben formed, for their free ncoeptance 
or rejection, which, if nccopted by the CoBvention, 
AND RATIFIED BY THE PEOPLE AT THE 
ELECTON FOH THE ALOPTIOK OP THE CON- 
STITUTION, shall be' obligatory o'n the United 
Slates, and upon the said State of Kansas," etc. 

it has been contended "by shtae of tfea oews-« 
paper press, that tbis section did not requite 
the constitu.tioo which should be ^'oritued to 
subnjitted to the people for approval, atij tfiAt 
it was only the land propositions which were 
to be submitt»'d. You will observe i^ha lao 
gnage is that the propositions are to be .^'ratified 
by the neopte at t'le election for the adoption of 
the Constitution." Would it have been possi- 
ble to ratify the land propositions "AT THE 
ELECTION FOR THE ADOPTION OP THlJ 
CONSTITUTION," unless such an election was 
to be held? 

When one thing is required by .a contract or 
law to be done, the doing of which made de- 
pendent upon and cannot be'performed without 
the doing of some other thing, is not that oth- 
er thing just aet aiuob required by tUo contract 
or law as the first? It matters not in what 
part of the afct, nor what pfairttBttjlogy; ;tiie in- 
tentioii of the Legiislatu^e is^iprOTsed, e& you 
can clearly ascertata what it is; And Iwhenever 
that inteation is ascertained ft om; an examino- 
tion of the language used, such i^lection is 
p«irt of »ad a requirepient of the l^f., Ckq aoy 
candid, iSai?-miDdedmaoread theseation I bav« 
u«oted, and say that tbe intantion to have tb« 
UaDBtitotiou which should be formed submitted 
to the people for their friloptioQ ia ' not clearly 
tapreased? In my jpdgtaeht thate ^ 
ooutxoveTsy amoDgnoaeiitsien upoa a propptdtion 
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80 plain as this. Mr, Douglas has never pre- 
tended to deny, so far as I am aware that the 
Toombs nmondmeat, as originally introduced, 
did require B sabnaiftsion of the CooH'itution to 
the people. This amendment of Mr. Toombs 
wfis referred to the committee of which Jud(;e 
Poaglas was chairman, and reported back by 
him on the 30th of Jane, with the words, "And 
ratified hy ihe people at the election for the adop- 
Hon of the Constitution" STRICKEN OUT. I 
have here a copy of that bill as reported back 
by Mr. Douplaa to substantiate the statement I 
make. Various alterations were also made in 
the bill to which I shall presently have occasion 
to call attention. There was no other clause In 
the oris;inal Toombs bill requiring a submission 
of the Constitution to the people, than the one 
I have read, and there teas no clawe wJiatever 
after that was struck out in the bill, as reported 
hack by Judge Douglas,, requiring a submission. 
I irill now introduce a witnesn whose testimony 
cannot be impeached, he acknojjpledging hintpelf 
to have been one of tho conspirators and privy 
to the fact about which be testifies. Senator 
Bigler, alluding to the Toombs bill, as it was 
called, and which, aiter cundry amendments, 
passed the Senate, and to the propriety of sub. 
mitting the Constitution which ahuuld be 
farmed to vote of the people, made the foliowinie; 
statement in his place in the Senate, December 
9th, 1857. I read from Part I, Cong. Globe of 
last session, p. 21 : 

''I was present when that suhject was dlscnssed by 
Senators, before the bill was introduced, and the 
question was raised and discuesed; whether the Con- 
itittttioD, when formed, should be submitted to a voto 
of the people. It was held hy the most intelligent on 
the subject, that in view of all the difficaltios eur- 
ronudlng that Territory, the danger of any experiment 
at that time of a popular vote, it would be better that 
there should be no such provision in the Toombs Bill; 
and it was my uuderatanding, in all the intercourse I 
had, that that convention would make a Constitution 
and send it hero without submitting it to the popular 
vote." 

In speaking; this meeting again on the 21 et 
December, 1857. (Congressional Globe, same 
vol., page 113,) Senatdr Bigler said: 

"JTothing was farther from my mind than to allude 
to any social or confidential interview. The meeting 
was not of that character. Indeed, it was semi-officiiil, 
and called to promote the public good. My recollec- 
tion Was «lear that I left the coaforeilce under the im- 
prossiaiL that it had been deemed best to adopt meas- 
ures to ad^it Kuteaa ab a State through the agency 
of one popular election, and that for tho delegates to 
the convention., Ttis iiupression was the stronger, 
because I thought the spirit of the bill infringed upon 
the doctrine of fton-intervention, to which Iliad great 
avehiioD ; btit #itli the hope of aocompiishing a great 
g«>d, and k» BO Uovement had bean ma^ in that 
direction ih the temtory, I ^iv^d tb|s objection, and 
eoiMs^uded to^sopport the m«aaure. X have afew itemb 
of testimony a» to tEe correctness of these impressions, 
atid with their submission I shall be content- I havci 
beforo' me the bill reported by the Senator frofti 1111^^' 
«ro)4,-M t!i«.Tth «f Harelip I860, providrhg Ibr tho ad- 



mission of Kansfts as a State, the third section of 
which reads as follows : 

•That the following propositions be, and the eaaie 
are hereby offered to tho said convention of the peo- 
ple of Kansas, when formed, for their free acceptance 
or rejection ; which if accepted by the convention, nnd 
ratified by the people at the election for the adoption 
of the Constitution, shall be obligatory upon the Uni- 
ted States and the said State of Kansas.' 

The bill read in place by the Senator from Qeori,ia, 
on the 25th of June, and referred to the Ccaimitteo 
on Territories, contained the sam»} section wcrd for 
word. Both these bills were under coasic/eration at 
tho conference referred to; but, sir, when tbe Senator 
from Illinois reported the Toombs bill tc fha Senate, 
with amendments, the nest morning, it did not con- 
tain that portion of the third section which indicated 
to the Convention that the Constitution should be ap- 
proved by the people. Tho words 'AND RATIFIED 
BY THE PEOPLE AT THE ELECTION FOR THE 
ADOPTION OF THE CONSTITUTION/ had been 
striclien out" 

I am not now seeking to prove that Judge 
Douglaa was in the plot to force a constitution 
upon KansHs without allowing the people to 
vote directly upon it. I shall attend to that 
branch of the subject by and bv. Mj object 
now is to prove the existence of the plot, and i 
ask if I have not already done so? Here are 
the facis: The introduction of a bill on the 7th 
of March, 1856, providing for the calling of a 
convention in Kansas to form a State Constitu- 
tion, and providing that the Constitution should 
be submitted to the people for adoption; an 
amendment to this bill, proposed by Mr. 
Toumba, containing the same requirement; a 
reference of these various bills to the Committee 
on Territories; a consultation of Senators to 
determine whether it was advisable to have the 
constitution submitted for ratification ; the de- 
termination that it was not advisable ; and a 
report of the bill back the next morning, with 
the clause providmg for ihe submission stricken 
out. Conld evidence he more complete to estab- 
lish the first part of the charge I have made, of 
a plot having been entered into by somebody, 
to have a constitution adopted without submit- 
ting it to the people ? Now for the other part 
of the charge, that Judge Douglas was in the 
plot, whether knowingly or ignorantly, is not 
material to my purpose. The charge is that 
be was an instrnment co-operating in the pro- 
ject to have a constitution formed and put in 
operation without affording the people an oppor- 
tunity to pass upon it. The first eviden^.e to 
sustain the charge is the fact that he reported 
back the Toombs amendment with the clause 
providing for tho submission stricken out 
This, in cohrt^otion with his speech in the 
Senate, on the 9th of December, 1857, (Con- 
gressional Glebe, Part 1, pgge 15,) wherein he 
stated — 

"That Jduring thb last Congress I [Mr. Douglas,] 
reported a bill from the Committee on Torrltories, 
authorize tbe people of Kansas to assemble and form 
a constitution for themselves. Subsequently the Sen- 
attiir fVoia Oftofgia [Mr. Toonba] brought forward s 
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subgtitutc for my bill, whioh, AFTER HAVING BEEN 
MODIFIKD BY HIM AND MYSELF IN CONSUL- 
TATIOiY, was passed by the Senate." 
— this, of itse.li, uu^jht t" be ruiiici<.iit ti i^how 
that tiij'^ C'llleague waw an iristriiri;(Mi!'''iri ',hc 
pli)t to have a, constitiitioi) pnt in fV rce \t)tii!'iii 
submitting it to the people; and tu f irevci: 
close his mouth from attempting to doi.v ]{. 
No man can reconcile hie acts sind former 
declarations with his present denial, and the 
only charitable conclusion would be that he was 
being used by others without knowing it. 
Whether he is entitled to the benefit of even 
this excuse, .you must judge on a candid hear- 
ing of the facts I shall present When the 
charge was first made in the U. S. Senate, by 
Mr. Bigler; ^nat my colleague had voted for an 
Enabling Act which put a government in ope- 
ration without submitting the constitution to 
the people, my colleague (Cor.gressional Globe, 
last pe'SMon. Part 1. page 21,) stuted: 

"I will aak the Senator to ehow me an intimation, 
from any one member of the Senate, in the whole 
debate on the Toombs bill, and in the Union, from 
any quarter, that the constitution was not to be sub- 
mitted to the people. I will venture to say that on 
all sides of the chamber it was so understood at tbo 
time. If the opponents of the bill had understood it 
was not, they would have i-inde the point on it; and 
if they had made it, we should certainly have yielded 
to it, and put in the clause. That is a discovery made 
since the President found out that it was not safe to 
take it for granted that that would be done, which 
ought in fairness to have been done." 

I knew, at tlie time this statement was made, 
that I had urged the very objection to the 
Toombs bill, two years b'^for", that it did not 
provide for the submission of the constitution. 
You will find my remarks, made on the 2d of 
July, 1856, in the appendix to the Congressional 
Globe of that year, p. 179, urging this Tery 
objection. Do you ask why I did not expose 
him at the time? I will fell you. Mr. Douglas 
was then doing good service against the Le» 
compton iniquity. The Republicans were then 
engaged in a hand to hand fight with Jhe Na- 
tional Democracy, to prevent the bringing of 
Kansas into the Union ax a Slav^State against 
the wishes of the inhabitants, and of course I 
was unwilling to turn our guns from the com" 
rnon enemy to strike down an ally. Judge 
Douglas, however, on the same day and in the 
debate, probobly recollecting or being remindcj 
of the fact, that I had objected to the Toombs 
bill when pending, tha.. it did not provide for a 
enbmission of the oonstitntion to the people, 
made another statement which in to be found 
in the same volume of ttte Globe, page 22, in 
which he says ; 

"That the bill was silent on the subject was true, 
and my attention was called to that about the time it 
was passed ; and I took the fair construction to be, 
that powers not delegated were reserved, and that of 
course the constitution would be submitted to the 
people." 

W hetber this statement is consistent with the 
Itatemene just before made, ihaX, bad the polat 



been made it would have been yielded to, or 
that it was a new discovery, you will deter- 
mine ; f ir, if the public records do not convict 
luid condemn him, he may go uncondemneil so 
fur as I am concerned. I make no use here of 
the testimony of Senator Bigier to show that 
Judge Douglas must have been privy to the 
consultation held at bis house, when it was 
determined not to submit the constitution to 
the people, because Judge Douglas denies it, 
and J wish to use. his own acts and declara- 
tions, which are abundantly suf&oient for my 
purpose, 

I come to a piece of testimony whioh disposes 
of all the various pretences which have been 
set up for striking out of the original Toombs 
proposition the clause requiring; a submission of 
the constitution to the people, and shows that 
it waa not done either by acoideut, by inadver" 
tence, or because it was believed that the bill 
being silent on the subject, the constitution 
would necessarily be submitted to the people 
for approval. What will you think, after list- 
ening to the facts already presented, to show 
that there wa& a design with those who con" 
cocted the Toombs bill as amended, not to sob' 
mit the constitution to the people, if I now 
bring before you the amended bill as J'udge 
Douglas reported it back, and show that the 
clause of the origiua'i bill requiring subiuisslon, 
was net only struck out, but thai other dauses 
vxre interied in the, biU putting U dbaolutdjf out 
of the power of the convention to submit the 
constittUion to m/i people for approval, had ihey 
desired to dosof If I can produce soch evi- 
dence as that, will yoa not all a^i'^e that it ' 
clinches and establishes forever all I charged 
at Chicago, and more too? 

I propose DOW to furnish that evidenee. It 
will be remembered that Mr. Toombs' bill pro* 
vided for holdm^ an eleedon for delegates to 
form a coostitotioo under the supervision of 
commissioners to be appointed by the President, 
and in the bill, as reported back bj Judge 
Douglas, these w(»-ds, not to be foftad in the 
original bUl, are inserted at the close ot ibe 11th 
seorion, viz: 

"And until the complete execution of this act, no 
other election ehall be held in eaid 4Cerritory." 

This plfiu^e putit out of the power of the 
convention, b^u it been so disposed, to i^ubcit 
the constitution to the people for adoption ; 
for it absolutely ^ohibiiea the holding of iiny 
other eleciion than thai for the declion of 'deh<* 
gates till tUat act was coimpleiely executed, i^ich 
iDovM not have been tiU Kansas ko^ admiiUd us 
a State, or at ail events, till her oonstittition 
was folly prepared and ready for ^sub^issiob to 
congress fyir adunission. Other ainendiAents 
reported by Judge Dougla,s to , th^ ' original 
Toombs, biili clearly show tha^ the ' ii»tention 
was to finable Kansas to become a State with- 
out any further action th»n simply a reeolution 
of ftdmievioQ. The amendment reported bj Mr. 
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l)otiRla?, tlwit "until the nest CotiRressioBal 
apportion juont, the paid State shall hate one 
representative," clearlj ^howa this, no such pro 
vision bfing cimtained in the ori^final Toombs 
bill. For wtmt other earthly purpose could the 
claose to prevent any other election in Kanons, 
except that of delegates, till it was admitted as 
a State, have been inserted, except to prevent 
a Bubinission of the constitution, when formed, 
to the people? The Toombs bill did not pass 
in the exact shape in which Judge Dou;?]as re» 
ported' it. Several aoiGRdments were made to 
it in the Senate. I am now dealing with thi 
action of Judge Douglas as connected with the 
bill, and spQak of the bill as he recommended 
it. The facts I have stated in regard to this 
matt<?r appeiar upon the records, which I have 
here present to show to any man who wishes to 
loot at thetn They establish, beyond the 
power of controversy, all the charges I have 
made, and show that Judgei Douglas was made 
use of' 88 an,int=truaieDt by otherfl, or else know* 
ingly was & party to the seheiMe to* have a gov- 
ernment put Ya force over the^eople of Kansns, 
wjthoftt giving iheili an opportunity to pass 
upon it. toat otHers, high in position in the 
eo'cailed Dcioaocrfttic party, were parties to such 
It scheme as is cunfessed by G«v. Bigler; and 
the only reason why the scheme was not carried 
out^ and Kansas long ago forced into the Union 
as a Slave State, is the fact that the Republi- 
cans were ^sufficiently sto-ong in the Honse of 
Represelntutives to defeat the measure. I know 
there is a class of men ao governed by prejudice 
and ^abmeled by party ties, that j with all this 
^videiice, before th6m, they will turn away, and 
'without being 'at)le to controvert or meet the 
facts, coolly declare it all false. Thei'e is no 
reasoniog wUbi Or cpntincing such men, who 
are ready to deny the evidenbe of their own 
eenses in order to serVe d party purpose. Some 
persons' seem to suppose they have only to 
qieny certain facts, no m&tter how well estab^ 
liiihed. And that will disprove them. 

I sh^U not wflary yoa by reading further 
from the' record of «fodge Douglas, but will re- 
fer to a few weU known facte disclosed in his 
political history. A few years ago he pro- 
claimed the MiBEonri Compromise a sacred 
thing, which no hand was ruthless enough to 
distiirbl Shortly afterwardo, bis was the hand 
stref phcd for* b to abolish it. In January, 1854, 
be stated, in a writteii report, tbat the repeal 
of ^e liiissonri ComprbmiBe in the organisation 
of'vi'^ebraska would be a departure from the 
Ci^mpromise measures of 1850 ' In less than 
si^ty days afterwards, he inserted^ provisiotii in 
the r^ebrastsft . bill declaring theezisleQce of the 
jBAiesouri (^otbpromise jnooc9i»tent with the 
legislation 6f 1850. In 1854, af tei* the repeal 
of the Misibiiri Compilomisec he declared that 
the people of Kansiis had the right, WHILE 
IN A TERKITORIAL CONDITION, t6 tem- 
late the subject of slavery for themselves. Now 



he indorses! the obker dicta decisions of the Su^ 
preme Court, declaring that neither Ccngre'^fi 
nor the j-ienple of a territory have the n:.':ht tn 
excliul% slavery. To t^how you how fullv he 
indorses the dicta in the Dred Scott case, I will 
read vou an extract from his speech, delivered 
in Sprir.gfieM, June 12, 1857. Alluding to the 
opiniiiiis of the Judijes, he said : 

"The court did not attempt to avoid responaibility 
by disposing of tho case upon technical points, with- 
out touching the merits ; nor did they go out of tho 
way to decide questions not properly before them, and 
directly present^id by the record. Like honest and 
conscientious judges, as they are, they met and decided 
each point as it arose, and faithfully performed their 
■whoto duty, and nothing but their ^uty, to the country, 
by doterminiug all tho questions in the case, and no- 
thing bnt what was essential to the decision of tho 
case upon its merits." 

To show how completely the opinions of the 
Judges in the Dred Scott case uproot everything 
lilte popular sovereignty in ; a territory, I w ill 
read a single sentence from the opinion of the 
court, as pronounced by Judge Taney. After 
stating that Congress ha*^! no power under the 
coistitution to exclude slavery from a territory, 
Jadgf^ Taney savs : 

"If Congress itself cannot do this — if it is beyond 
the powers conferred on the Federal Government— it 
will be admitted, we presume, that it could not author- 
ize a territorial governmunt to exercise them. It 
could confer no power on any local government, estab- 
liiahod by its authority, to violate tho provisioirs of tho 
constitution." 

The idea of sustaining popular sovereigiify 
in a territory and the doctrines of tho Dred 
Scott decision in tho same breath, is so utterly 
inconsistent that one or the other had to be 
abandoned ; hence we now find Judge Douglas 
contending that popular sovereignty means the 
right of the people of a territory, when they 
oome to form a State, to regulate their own af- 
faira~« right never denied by any one, ^ 

THE DE8F0TI8M AT WASHINGTON. 

The povrer which was then inaugurated is 
using all the departments of this goverdment, 
not merely to extend slavery into Kunsaf, and 
bring it in allave State, but to make all the 
interests of this great country subordinate to 
the slave power, and the despotism of Washing- 
ton is almost as cruel as that which has pre- 
vailed in Kansas. There is not holding office, 
throughout this vast country, a single man who 
is known to entertain views in opposition to the 
right to take slaves into free territories. It is 
an utter disqualification for office. All the de* 
partmenta at Washington are organized upon 
the plan of proscribing men who believe slavery 
should be excluded from the free territories. 
All the committees in Congress-^or all impor- 
tant ones — which mature the business for the 
action of Congrees, are under the control of this 
same power. Tho Supreme Court is under the 
control of this same power. 

You all recollect the case which excited tho 
whole couDtiy two ;ean ago, when a Senatoit 
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of the United Stages was struak down and beat'&n 
nearly to death in his seat in the Senato Cham- 
ber, for Qttorins his honest eentiraenta in oopo- 
sition to this slavery propagandism. But a 
•worse ptate of things than that exists to-dny. 
The gentleman who was thus stricken down in 
the vigor of manhood, and has been suffering 
with anguish and paio and torture, from blows 
inflicted upon him unawares, and without no- 
tice — that gentlcnoan, now just able to walk, 
ha- since made his appearance in the Senate 
Chiisnber, having been re elected by the people 
•if the State of Massachueetts, and when he 
cojnes there and rises with difficulty from his 
r/hair, two years after the act was done, for 
vt hich some may plead the excuse that it wca 
done under excitement — I say now, the very 
men in the interest ot this power, aiieet to treat 
him with contempt. (Cries of shame shame.) 
Would you believe it? Not a Northern Sena- 
tor belonging to this pro-slavery party dares 
even speak to him, lest ho offend bis Southern 
uKsociatel Yes, during the laat aesaionof Con- 
gress, when upon one ocoasioo it was stated in 
the Senate thnt the Senator from Massabbusetts 
had paired off with ^ some other metdber, who 
was ali^o indisposed, a sueer of contempt wus 
observed throu<(h the chamber at the ides of his 
indisposition, and the leaders of the pro-fllavery 
Democracy affect to believe that it is a pretense 
OQ the part of a man who has been suffering 
these two years. In my judgment the world 
has never seen eshioited puoh refined malignity 
and cruelty as this attempt to treat with soom 
thut Huffei'iog man. Thin is worse, a thousand 
fold, than the spirit which under excitement 
could strike the blow, for this is premeditated 
end COP tinned malice. (Loud applause. A 
voice: Thraf cheers for Sumner. The cheers 
w^re given heartily.) 

I mention this, my follow citizens, to show 
the condition of things ati Washington. Let me 
tell you another fact. I went as y«(u«' represen- 
tative three yenrs ago to Washington, almost 
un entire stranger, never haviufj met more than 
two 01* three members of the Senate in my life. 
I remained there a«i one of the representatives 
of this State through two sessions of Congress, 
•sent there to consult with the' representatives 
of othpr co-equal States for the best good of a 
drntnon country, 'and for those two years was 
nut placed on a committee which ever met. 
Kepabtican Seuttors weVe not consulted-— we 
were ignored by this pcfiscinjptive, intolerant 
piirty that made adh'^^sion to the slave power 
the only tent by which they allowed a person 
t) take pMt in the proceedings of governinout, 
wherever they could prevent it. 

A httle diiferent state of things prevailed 
after the Fremont election in 1866. But let ine 
tell yi'u how it is now. The coiamitteea wore 
orgnnised an^w ut the commencement of the 
iUKt session of Congre&s, and I have with me a 
lait of them. On looking at it, you will find 



tbatfoU lead»og oomnniiees a3<« not only 
entirely in the interest of this pro slavery pariy, 
but are controlled by Southern men. The Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations is one of the most 
important. It is presided over by Muoon pf 
Virginia, and a majority of that Committee are 
from the Southern States. The Committee on 
the Judiciary is presided over by Bayatd of 
Dulftwure, and a majority of that Committee are 
from the S uthern States. The Committee on 
Naval Affairs is presided over by Mai lory , of 
Floridn, and a majority of thnt Committee are 
from the Southern States. The Committee on 
Military Affairs ia presided over by Davis of 
Mitisissippi. On Post Offices by Yuleo of Flor- 
ida. The Committee on Finance by Hunter of 
Virginia, Southern mm are a,t the hei»d pf all 
thobe committees. That on Commerce is pre- 
sided over by Clay of Alabama— that on Indian 
Affairs by Sebastian of Arki^nsas. I believe 
there are one or two other committees besides 
that on Territories, of which Mr, Douglas, is tte 
Cbairman, tjiQ. p^airoaap^hip of whicii is.giyen 
to the North ; periiaps the Committee ;0p Ea- 
rolled Bills, or something of that kind,, .,jNpW 
the Northern or ivee States constitute a ly^juv- 
ity» and you see how powerless they are in lihe 
busineBS'of the Senate. ; 

' THE DEED SCOTT DECISION. ^ ! -'f t 

Now wljat did this partydesign by the policy 
inaugurated in 1854? I have shown you how 
they have. gone on step by Bt3;i, advun.cit|g first 
one opinion then another and anuthor,, uniil 
they have, got slavery into Kansas; deiiying 
first the power of Congress to exclude it, t)x^p. 
denying the power of the poople of ii, territory, 
while in a territorial conauiun, to ei^clude it. 
Next they will deny thfi .power ol the peopjle 
when they form, a State oon8titation.ta,e.2(oiude 
it, and that such it^ the next 8tep to be taken ia 
manifest from the Dred Scott decisioci. |^ , 

I wish, fellow citizens, to get before you, if I 
oan, a clear idea of that Dred Scott . decision, 
and what it decided in that case. The case was 
this : A man by the name of Dred Scott brought 
a suit for his freedom in the Uoited States 
Court in Miasouri, on the ground , that lie bad 
been taken by his master to Buck I^la);^d,iin 
this State, and here held fur some tiqi.^ and 
afterwards* taken to Fort rSnelling, Minnesota, 
. which; ^aa ' ihe^o a territory and part of,, tl)e 
liouisiana purchase, irom which elajverj .was 
excluded;- by the Missouri Cpmpron^ise; And be 
itji^isted tbat by virtue of the laws of lilinois, 
and the laws ut the tmitory.ia which he was 
at Fori Snelling he wVa free man. The defense 
flot up this plo;»: That Dred Scott waa a negro, 
descunded i'rom parents who were imported trom 
Africa aad held as slaves, and being such negro, 
he had no aiithority to sue in the United States 
Courts, and therefore the court bad no juria- 
diotiot^ over the case. Now the defendant didi^t't 
set up that Dred Scott was a slave, mr:.d you. 
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He said he waa a negro descended from ^ave have done with you, sir, and wHl tww turn to 

parents. the Drou Soott dwioion. (Vociferoaa applause.) 

A VoiCB— That's a nigger up there, tod. That is the kind of arjjument that our oppo- 

Mr TrumbulIi— I preaame the pereoft that nents haise. (He's used up.) I was abou6 to 

tnade that remark belongs to the African De» explain to you what the plea set up was. What 

mocracy. and 13 in the habtS of calling out did the Supreme Court decide? They decided 

^'Niggtr*' to everybody else, while he is hug- that a person of the character described in the 

j^ing a nigger oader each arm, (Grear- cheers plea had no authority to bring suit in the Uni« 

'and laughter ) I have heard of just such men ted .States Court, and they dismissed the case 

^before, and they are in the habit ot calling out for want of jurisdiction, stating that the court 

"Woolly head," "Abolitionist," "Nigger," — had no authority to enter any judgment in f.he 

such epithets beirg the only arguments they case becqiuse a negro had no right to sue 'a 

•have. Now, I want to expose that man. that court. Now, was not that tne end of the 

Anothfr VoiCK—He'e not a man — let him case? It ought to have been the end, but for 

be. political reatsons the judges gavo their opinions 

Mk. TKUHB0!.t. — I want to hold him up be- separately upon the authority of Congress to 

fore this audience, and iti doing so will expose exclude slavery from the country in which Fort 

a numerous class like bins. He is one of your Snelling was located, which Wits unnecessary 

Douglas men, I take it. I will bold him up to the decision. The result of the case did not 

liere and let yon see him with the woolly heads determine whether Dred Scott was a slave or 

aiound him. I will expose Mm i& all hi s na- a free man, and the question of the authority 

kednesa. This is just as good a place to exp^jse of Congress to pass the law excluding slavery 

the hypocrisy of that class of luen as anywhere, from the territory north of 36 deg. 30 min. was 

See. if I do net state him fairly. He is one of not involved ; because, if the negro could have 

those who believe in the Dred Scott doctrin« — derived his freedom from being in a region of 

•the right to take elaves into a territory, and country where slavery was prohibited by law 

•dri<efi out at the same time. "Popular sover- be had it by residing at hock Island. The 

•ieignty 1" (Cheers and laughter.) He goes State of Illinois had abolished slavery, and if 

<dowD into Mississippi and North Carolina, the fact of his having been brought within a 

"where he owns a quantity of negroes and free jurisdiction gave him freedom he had it by 

«narohes up to Kan&as. He is going to emigrate residing in this State- But the judges, for pon 

'^ere and some of his negroes Ctre as black as litioal purpOHes, go on and express their opin- 

the Africans with flat noses, tliick lips and ions couoerning the authority of Congress and 

^oc^ly heads, aod some are a little whiter, a territorial legislature to pass laws excluding 

t(lsa^ter,) and snme are mulattoes, and some slavery from a territoty— such opinions are ex- 

of them are so white you can hardly distinguish tra-judicial and nf no binding force. I state 

^e negro blood in them. (Laugtiter.) Well, this for the benefit of that class of citieens who 

iho marches up to KansaB, and when he gets up are very much disinclined to make any attack 

"to the line, the free white men meet him there upon the decision of a court. Theee are opin- 

«nd say, "We do not want yon to bring those ions of the judges, separately given upon quea- 

■Biggers here— we don't want that population tions not before them, and are they not to be 

liere in Ka'ssas, and have resolved it shall net censured for going out of the case to express 

•oomehere." Bat he answers, "I am for popu- such opinions? ("Yes, yes.") There is no 

lar eovereignty, and the Dred Scott decision, importance in these opinions, as judical deci- 

«sd I will introduce my negroes, and you are sions, at all, and they are only important in 

woolly heads. (Laughter.) You are abolition- this respect: they have been adopted by the 

iste, yoa are negro^-worabipcrsl" And here he great Democratic party, so called, as a part of 
has his whole drove of negroes of all sorts of its creed, and Mr. Buchanan says that slavery 

blood around him, and cuHs free white men, exists in Kansas and Nebraska as effectually 

■who want nothing to do with negroes, woolly as it does in South Carolina and Qeorgia, un' 

heads. Pretty sulgect to talk about amaliia- der these opinions. Hence it becomes very 

tsation with his breeds of negroes with every important to look to the opinions of these judges, 

¥'md of hlood in their veins. (Laughter.) He as pointing 6at the creed of the party which is 

'Wants to introduce them^ in among free white now in power, t^id which they are endeavoring 

men, and they say they will have none of his to force upon the country. I should have do 

negroes. Talk abo -t popular sovereignty and Bort of respect for such a decision in any event, 

oegro-vrdrsbipers! when every free white man if there bad been a decision of the court upon 

in Kansas stands on the border and says, "You the point, when directly before them, that Con-« 

cannot come in here with your negroep." You 'griess had no authority to pas^ a law excluding 
shout "popular sovereignty," "squatter sover- slavery firom a territory. I treat that decision 

eignty 1" and under Dred Scottiem declare yo« m the particulHr case a-t binding, but I would 

will force your mixed breeds 'n»o the territory treat it with utter uo.'ittmpt as Applied to any 

in spite of its inhabitants. iLanghter.) That other case. I bnve do boruples jn assailing the 

is the position your class of men occupy. I infallibility of roon who wear gowns, any more 
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than I have those who wear crowns. (Cries of 
"Good, goodl" "That's right 1" and great 
cheers.) Despotism is despotism, whether prac- 
ticed by crowned heads or by men clothed in 
gowoB. (Renewed ch ore.) I am not ashamed 
to appeal from the ooiier dicta opinions of su- 
preme judges, subversive of the constitution. 

Fellow citizens, I acknowledge a power higher 
than presidents, higher than Congresses, higher 
than supreme courts, and to that power, whose 
namf) is the people, I will appeal. (Tremen- 
■dous cheering.) The people make presidents 
and courts and when*tyranny takes possession 
of those they have placed in power, the people, 
who are sovereigns and who are above all their 
servants, will take the power into their own 
hands. ("Good, good!" That's so.") The 
Supreme Court of the United States had re<» 
peatedly decided, prior to the Dred Scott cflse, 
that Congress had power to pass laws govern- 
ing the territories. When it was presided over 
by Marshall, the court held that in the govern- 
ment of the territories, Congress possessed the 
combined power of the State' and Federal Gov" , 
ernment. Those people who talk to us about 
appealing from the decision of the courts to a 
popular assembly, what have tliey done? Why, 
over here at Cincinnati, when they met to lay 
down their creed and declare what they were 
for, they said in so many words, that Congress 
had no power to establish & national bank. The 
Supreme Court had decided that Congress had 
♦the power. Where was theif reverence for it 
then? (Applause and laughter.) They cannot 
appeal from the decision of the court to the 
people, the source of all power, but they can 
appeal to this Convention in Cincinnati ! And 
I will not undertake to describe that Conven- 
tion; Col. Benton once descrioed it. (Laughter.) 
I would sooner have the decision of the people 
than of such a set of men. 

But, fellow citizens, the self-styled Democracy 
not only set at naught a decision of the Court 
in their party platform, but while professing 
such devotion to the Court, and to believe that 
a Court can do no wrong, they have made it a 
part of theif creed, that a single State has the 
authority to set aside the decision of the Court, 
of Congress and the Executive. Do you recol- 
lect the resolutions at Cincinnati? I believe I 
have them here. One of the resolutions adopted 
declares — . 

"That tho Democratic party will faithftilly abide by 
and uphold the principles laid down in the Keutueky 
and Virginia Legislatures, in 1798, and in the report 
of Mr. Madison to the Virginia Legislature in 1799 ; 
that it o4opts;those principles as constituting one of 
the main foundations of its political creed, and is re- 
solved to carry them out in their obvious meaning and 
import." 

Do you remember what resolutions these 
Tforo? They were the nullification tesalutions. 
Laughter.] Here is one of them : this was ia 
the Kentucky Leiislature ia 1796 : 
- 2* 



Betolvedp That this government, created by thia 
compact [the Constitation]. was not made ihe exclo* 
sive or final judge of th« extent of the powers detegi< , 
ted to itself, since that would have made its discretioat 
and not the constitution the measure of its powers | 
but that, as in ail cases of compact among partkiS ^ 
having no common judge, each parti/ hat an equal , 
right to judge for itael/y aa well of infraction* as moda . 
and measure of redress. 

In Nov. 1799, the Kentucky Legislature ra- ' 
affirmed the principle of these resolutions, and 
added the following: 

"That the several States who formed that institt- 
ment, being sovereign and independent, have the nu- 
questionable right to judge of the infraction j and ' 
that nullification by those sovereignties of all uniiti^ 
thorized acts, done under color of that instrument, 13 . 

THE niGHTFUi, KEMEDY." 

NuUitication by a State which has the right 
to judge for it»elf of the infraeiiona of the con- 
stitution, te tho rightful remedy ! Now look \ 
at the? e men coining up to charge the Republi- 
can party, with a great sacrilege in assMling - 
the obiter dicta opiuiona of the Supromo Court, , 
and at the same time pledging themselves in , 
their party platform to the ri^ht of any ^tato 
to determine at its pleas are and for itself what , 
the conatitutioa means, in deaance of adeci«« .> 
sion of the Supreme Cpurt and the ExeQutivo, 
and to nullify an act of Congress which both- 
Bustair. ( Th it's it ; good, good.) This is th« 
consistency they exhibit when thoy make »»• , 
saults upon us. But, fellow citizens, if we are 
required to submit to the decisions of the Sill'*; 
prerae Court, as to the authority of Congress to . 
exclude slavery from a territory, and if it hel 
true that the' people of a territory have no au». 
thority, as the Judaos of the Supreme Court^ ia, 
the Dred Scott, opinioti, say — it the people of. 
the territory, while in a territorial conditioa ; 
have no power to exclude slavery from their, 
midst, has not that court the same right to dOK. 
cide whether a State may exclude slavery ? J 
Look whither this doctrine tends to. If neitb^s, 
the Congress nor the people can exclude slavery ^ 
from a territory, because the Constitution of the i 
United States is the paramount law of the lead; 
and carries slavery with it, then the States ; 
cannot exclude slavery, because the Constittt"* 
tion of the Uuited States is the paramount laV ; 
of the land in the States as well as the territo- ' 
ries, and if there is .anything in that instrument 
which extends slavery into the territories, the. 
same provision must extend it into the States, 
also, Well, su ppose the Supreme^Court decide 
as they are bound to decide if they carry out', 
the doctrine they have announced in the Dre(2» 
Scott case, that by virtue of the constitutioik 
slavery is extended into all the free States o£] 
this Union, are these ^jeutlemeu prepared t& 
submit to that? [Cries of no, no ] Yoa,,are, 
just as much bound to jtubmit to it as to thU 
opinion that curries slavery into the territorjes,, 
and the man who defends the one must susMn 
the other. That is. the necessary conssij[ueaoe 
of the doctrine laid down. 
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TChftre is bow a case pending, koo'wri 'as tbe 
"liiemmon case," and when the country gets 
pwpared to receive the decision, you will prob- 
ably hear again from the Supreme Court of the 
United States the doctrine annouGced, that un» 
d6rthe constitution, slavery goes into all the 
States of the Union, That instrument which 
our fathers made for securing the biessings of 
liberty is thus perverted by the decision of this 
court, to become an ingtrmnent for the epread 
of slavery, against the will of tbe people. This 
necessarily results from tiie doctrine already 
advanced, if ecquiesced in and carried out to 
its legitimate consequences. 

THE PUBLIC EXPENDITURES. 

But I find I am spending sc much time upon 
this slavery question, that I »m beconfinggome- 
Vbat hoarse, and as I wifh to say something to 
ybtt in regard to the expenditures of the gov- 
ernment, and show that the party in power is 

false to its other professions as it is to those 
If has at different times pet up on the slavery 
qtlsstion, I will p <8B for a few moments to that 
Btibject. 

The expenses of the Government, as you have 
pifobably often hoard, hare increased enormous- 
If within a few years. The amount of money 
at thd disposal of government for this year is 
note than one hundred millions of dollars. This 
rS:now has sometimes been disputed; but I 
liave here the oiEcial statement made by the 
derk of the House of Representatives, showing 
tW^it more than eighty^one millions were epecifi- 
ofilly appropriated at the last seesion of'^ Con- 
gre^p, and there are indefinite appropriaiions 
t6 pay claims, the peeciso an-ouot f f which is 
not yet known, which amount at the lowest esti- 
jnate to three millions and a half, jr>aking over 
eigbtysfour millions, and there is an unexpend- 
ed balance of appropriations made Ittst year, 
abioantins; to more than sixteen millions. These 
fittms altogether make more than a hundred 
ttillions of doUare, at the disposal of the Ad- 
rainistration for the present fiscal year. 
' I know it is said that it ia unfair to charg* 
all this to this year ; thai a surplus will remain 
at the end of this year to be carried to the next 
list J but I think it is mucb more likely that 
the administration will come in with a defi- 
ciency bill and ask for some ten millions more, 
aa they did at the last Congress, than that any 
surplus will remain. The expenses of the gov 
OTnment during the administration of General 
Fierce was $232,820,632. This is more than 
jil tbe expenses of the government from 1790, 
'Vrben it was organized, for thirty years toc 
getber, including the war with Great Britain 
in 1812. Gen. Pierce expended more money 
daryig four years of peace, than our govern- 
ment expended for tbe first thirty years after 
its organization. In 1823, the expenditures of 
the government for all purposes, exclusive of 
tbe public debt, were |9,784,154 59, In 1857, 



the erpcnses of the govefBinent, exclusive of 
the pftblio debt,' were $65,032,559 76. Thy 
prorata, according to the population in 1823, 
was 94 cents on each individual. The pro rata 
in 1857 was $2 28, per man,— 94 cents to $2 28, 
according to population. Now these facts ought 
to attract the attention of tbe country; but 
perhaps if I were to state su detail some of the 
wastefulness of this government, some of the 
means by which these expenses have bejn in^ 
creased, it would strike some minds more for- 
oibly. I will call your attention to the city of 
Chicago. You have a custom house located 
here, and iu 1852, or for the fiscal year ending 
in June, 1853, the last year of Fillmore's ad~ 
ministration, there was collected at Chicago, 
$111,808 8G. 8ix men were employed to col- 
lect it, and they were paid $2,882 12. That 
was a little over two per cent. For tae year 
ending June 30th, 1856, there was collected at 
Chicago, $145,602 49. Sixteen men were em- 
" ployed in its collection, and they were paid 
$14,349 29 for it. 

Now I ask you, living right here as you do, 
is there any reason for this increased expendi- 
ture? Can you tell me any reason why it cost 
ten per cent, the last fiscal year, to collect the 
retenue at thie port, and ojaly a little over two 
per cent, four years ago? Is there any reason 
for it, except that tbe government wanted to 
shower tbe money upon its favorites? [Yes, 
there is a reason, [ I don't know what it is. 

tTho Democratic party must bo sustained, 
iaughter and applause.] I think that is the 
beat reason. [Renewed laughter.] They must 
sustain the office holders. But Chicago is only 
a single case. I have the official report here, 
and I will state a few other cases to show you 
how the government expends money. There 
aro Bome other points where the expenditures 
for collecting the revenue are mucb worse than 
at this point. At Wilmington, Delaware, there 
was collected in 1857, $2,004 95. How many 
men do you suppose it took to collect that 
amount, and how much do you suppose they 
got for it ? It took eight men, and toe expense 
of collecting was $15,848 38. [Laughter,] 
Gentlemen, you began entirely too soon. These 
are the better sort of cases. At Anapolis, in 
Maryland, there was collected tbe same year, 
$375 25, [Renewed laughter.] How many 
men do you suppose it took to collect that ? It 
took four men, and they were paid for their 
services $983 42. At Ocracoka, in North Car- 
olina, $82 55 were collected in 1857. [Laugb- 
ter.l It took seven men to do it. [Laughter.] 
And an economical government, under a Demr 
ocratic administration, priding itself on its eoon- 
ony, paid seven men to collect this $82 55 the 
sum of $2,301 52. [Laughter.] At Port Ox- 
ford, in Oregon Territory — now you would ex- 
pect something extravagant over there — there 
was collected $5 85 and it took two men to oolt« 
lect, and they were paid for collecting $2,703 08. 
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Laughter.] Can any of you make the calcu- 
ation of the per centage that was paid to col 
ect the $5 85? I believe St was about five 
lundrcd to one. Don't you think the govern- 
ment ought to get rich? At Monterey, in Cal- 
ifornia, the nmount collQo'.ed in 1857 was $45 25 
three men were employ-jd to collect it, and paid 
for doing it $7,050 95. At Buffalo there was 
collected in 1857, $10,140 53. Tliera were tea 
mtn employed in its collection, and they were 
paid S1G,89G 51. I will not weary you with 
reading this report further. It is tbo official 
report from the Secretary of the TreaKury, in 
answer to a resolution of the Setiato calling up- 
on bim to know how many employees ha had 
in the difiorent custom houso-t ; what ho paid 
them ; how much was collected, etc., and hero 
is the official report trom every collection disti-ict 
in the United States. I h^vc singled out a part 
of them as examples. [When can we have the 
report?! You can have this published, it is a 
public document. [Has DoUglas got it?] I 
presume he hus, for he sustains tlie adminis- 
tration on every point save one. I will now 
give you some account of the total ('xpense of 
collecting the revenue for several years past. 

In 1850, Congress passed a law appropriatinp 
$2,450,000 annually to defray the expenses of 
collecting the revenue east of thH Rocky Moun- 
tains, During Taylor and Fillmore's adminis- 
tration the whole revenue < !st of the Rocky 
Mountains was collected for 'Jib<tut two millions 
dollars per aanum, leaving a surplu.s of more 
than $1,600,000 at the end of the four years. 
Daring the four years of the administraiion of 
Gen. Pierce, ho used up the $2,450,000 pei- an- 
num. and every dollar of the $1,000,000 remain- 
ing over from FiUmore's administration besides. 
After Mr. Buchanan came into power, Mr. Soc-- 
setary Cobb, in his first report asked Congress 
to appropriate $3,700,000 annually to collect 
the revenue in the same district of country 
where only about $2,000,000 had been required 
five years tefore. What was the reason for 
this vast increase of expense ? 

None was given. Congress did not appro- 
priate the $3,700,000 asked for. but it did ap- 
propriate $3,300,000 for collecting the revenue 
east of the Rocky Mountains. The amount of 
the re venue collected is less than during Fill- 
more's administration, when it was collected for 
$2,000,000, The reason of this increase is 
partly because supernumerary officers have been 
employed. Gen. Pierce addad more than three 
hundred clerks at the custom house in New 
York, and I suppose they were paid over a 
thousand dollars a piece— that alone would 
make $300,000 1 and so it was that the average 
annual expense of collecting the revenue, this 
sida of California, during the Pierce adminis- 
tration was nearly a million more than during 
rillmore's ; and during the first year of Bu- 
chanan's administration they want $1,300,000 
more, to collect the reveuuo for a eiagle year 



than it took four years before. Fellow citizen?., 
are you for continuing this state of things 
Does it .meet your approbation f [No, no, noj : 
Do you not think it would be better totakd; 
some of this money, thus squandered upon par- 
tisan favorites, to protect your immense com-; 
raerce, to improve your harbors, and save the^ 
lives of your citizens on these great lakes, [Cries 
of yes, yes.] I suppose that would be uncon"« 
stitutional; in tbe opinion of the ruling dynasty, 
[laughter,] but it is notunciinstitutional to pay 
a man $500 to collect one. [Laughter.] I could 
detain you, fellow citizens for hours in point- 
ins. our, the cxtra\'agance of the past and pre- 
sent administrations, with all their professions 
of economy. But I have said enough, I trusi, 
to call your attention to the matter. I have 
stated the gross amount which the government 
is using per annum, and you will find that foT 
the five last years more money was expended 
than tor the first thirty-five years of the govern- 
ment. The increase of expenditures is mapy 
tiroes as great as the increase of population, or 
the extent of country, and there is no reason 
for this. But there is not only extravagance 
in the collection of the reuenue but in all 
branches of the public service. 

They are in the habit at Washington of mul- 
tiplying office?. Judicial district's are divided 
when there is no cause for it, and when the 
public pervice does not require it and then 
Judges and Marshals and Attor eys are ap- 
pointed, and thfe expense of courts is incurred. 
Ports of entry are established when there is no 
occasion for them, and immense sums of money 
are lavished upon favorite places, in tbe con- 
Ftruction of magnificent palaces. I verily be- 
lieve that this government can be carried on — 
and properly carried on — for lees than one-half 
of the mon*y now used by this administration 
professing economy, [cheers, loud applause,] 
and I ask you now if I have not made good the 
charge that the professions of this party are as 
false with regard to economy as to freedom. 
[Cries of yes, yes.] Then, I ask, is it to be 
sustained ? I am satisfied that the people 6f 
this country cannot approve of these things. 
You cannot believe in the professions of men 
who practice directly the reverse of what they 
profess. You cannot helieve that men are sioo 
cerely for economy, when they are plundering 
the public treasury, and if you don't hurl frotti 
power such a party, the first opportunity yott. 
have, it must be because you fear that those'.' 
who are to succeed them will do no better. 
J^ow, is that so? [Cries of no, no.] 

WHAT THE nEPTJBUCAN PARTT PS0P3SES. 

What does the Bepublican party propoBO ? I shall 
detain you but a few minutes upon that point. Wo 
propose, upon the slavery qneslion, to leave it exactly 
■whore the men who framed the Constitution left it. 
Wo are for leaving tho question of slavery, whero it 
exists in tho States, to be regulated by the States as 
thoy think proper; and we are for keeping th» t4fri- 
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toriet which ^ •''>rg to the United States from the in- 
vasicn of f^-^-^ r^o long as they remaio territories 
(chcptHV ' .T ,^ them wher. they become States, of 
course, lo utnl with their black population as thoy 
shnii umrc beat, for wo hare no power then to inter- 
fere with the subject Thore is no question what tho 
result will bo. If there is no slavery in the territory, 
there will be none when the people come to make it a 
State. I want to appeal to tho candor of those who 
are honoring rce with their attention, whsther they 
be Democrats or Republicans; for there are but two 
parties. It is idle to talk about a third party — a Doug- 
las part/, or any thing of that kind. There is no 
middle ground ; you must take one 6i?e or the other. 
If you sustoin tho measures of this self-styled Demo- 
cratic party, you are one of them; if yon sustain the 
measures of the Republican party, you must go with 
there, and there is no third party to unite with. W» 
wish to osk you — men of all p.irties — if you arc op- 
posed Co the introdaction of slavery into Illinois. I ap- 
prehend that you are — that all this audience will re- 
Epond> "We »ro opposed to it." If that is so, you have 
your reasons for it. Tou think it better for the whitij 
race that there s'liould be no slavery here ; ontertain- 
ing that view I' ou will exclude it. Now is there a 
father who wou/d do less in the formation of a govern- 
ment for his children and posterity thnn he wiLl for 
himself? Ib t'aere an hoacst man here who can say, 
"I will cxclui'e slavery from tho State and locality 
where I live because I believe it an evil, hut I will 
* suffer it to go in where my children are to go?" Here 
is a' commor. territory. You are the Congress of the 
United States. The constitution of tho United States 
says that Congress shall make all needful rules and 
regnlationi respecting the territories of the United 
States. Here is a tcrritoryabout to be settled. You 
are callec'. upon to frame a government for the people 
who are (o go there, which is to last so long, and only 
so long, as the territorial condition continues. Now 
what sofi of a government is it your duly to frame ? 
You will readily admit thtt it is your duty to form 
sneh « government as will be for the best interests of 
the people who are to go there. Is not that so ? (Cries 
of ycf/, that's the truth.) You believe it to be for your 
best mtcresis to exclude it from Illinois, where yo" 
live. Is it no*, then for the best interests of your child, 
and your sister, and your brother, and neighbor, who 
are going to the territory, that slavery should not go 
wiih them ? Will you do less for them than for your- 
s«'if? A man is not deserving the name of a man who 
ir so selfish that he will protect himself from an evil, 
jet will not raise his arm when he has the power to 
protect his child and his friend from the same evil. 
(Great cheers.) ,\ 

Then it is your duty to exclude slavery from that 
territory until there are people enough there to come 
to act for themselves. That is exactly what we pro- 
pose to do, and nothing more. That was what tho 
fatherp of the Republic did. Is there anything wrong 
in that? I think if you will look at this matter can- 
didly, you will see that it is right, and that it is your 
duty to„in j!8t upon this. 

The charge that we want to have anything to do 
with negroes is utterly untrue. It is a false clamor 
raised to mislead the public mind. Our policy is to 
have nothing to do with them, and I, myself, am very 
much inclined to favor the project suggested by Mr. 
Blair, of Missouri, at the last session of Congress. Ho 
EUggested a plan for colorizing free negroes, ;rho are 
willing to go somewhere in Central America, where 
an arrangement could bo made by which their rights 
mav be secured to them. The policy now is such as 
to pJ-Cveut emancipation, and although we do not want 
to interfere with the domestic institution of slfivery in 



tho St&tes, still we wish to interpose no obstacle to the 
people of those States in getting rid of their slaves 
whenever they think fit to do so. We know that many 
of the free States have passed laws preventing the im- 
migration of negroes into their limits. The slave 
States have passed laws prohibiting the emancipation 
of slaves by their masters unless they are taken out of 
the State. The result of this legislation is that eman* 
cipation must cease,— for where are negroes to go ? 
Many slaves ha\^ been emancipated during tha last 
half century. There are thousands of free negroes in 
Virginia. But that policy is now stopped, because it 
is impracticable, there being no way of disposing of 
the negro when emancipated. Many masters in the 
South are desirous to emancipate their slaves, and 
cspocrally is this tho case as they approach death; for, 
however they may reason while in health, and thought, 
less of that event which levels all alike, they are very 
apt, in making up their last account and disposing of 
their property, to think of the wrong and injustice 
they have done by holding some of their fellow men 
in bondage, and they are quite willing to emancipate 
them. Thousands would be emancij ated if there was 
any place to which they could go. I, for one, am 
very much disposed to favor the colonization of such 
free negroes as are willing to go, in Central America. 
. I want nothing to do, either with the free negro or 
tho slave negro. We, tho Republican party, are the 
white man's party. (Great applause.) We are for 
free, white men, and for making white labor respecta- 
ble and honorable, which it never can bo when negro 
slave labor is brought into competition with it. (Great 
applause,) 

We wish to eottlo tho Territories with free, white 
men, and we are willing that this negro race should go 
anywhere that it can to better its condition, wishing 
them God speed wherever they go. We believe it is 
better for us that they should not be among us. I be- 
lieve it will be better for tl:em to go elsewhere. 

A Voice — Whera to 7 

Mr, Trumbull ~ I would say to any Central Ameri- 
can State, that will make an arrangement by which 
they can be secure in their rights until they arrive at 
a time when they ear protect and take caro of them- 
lalres. 

A Voice — But if yon Oon't prolett them hero, how 
c*n they bo prctected in Central America? 

Mr. Trumbull — I would colonize them. We colon- 
ize Indians in our Western frontier; why can't we col- 
onize tho negro as well ss the Indian ? We can suffer 
them to go off into a country by themselves. Thie 
Central American country seems to be adapted to the 
negro race. It is uohealthy and enervating to tho 
white man. Let tho negroes go there if they wish; — 
and I nnderstaad there is no objection on the part of 
the people of portions of Central America to thenegroas 
coming there and enjoying an equality of rights, (ap- 
plause,) and this would give them an opportunity to 
improve their condition. I would bo glad to see this 
country relieved of them, believing it better both for 
them and for us that we should not mingle together. 
Besides, such au outlet, were it provided, would be the 
means of freeing thousands who will othbrwiso be con- 
tinued in slavery. 

D0TOLA3 AND "DIVEIlSITr OF OUP. INSTITUTIONS." 

I will say a word in regard to tho argument, or 
rather perversion it should bo called, I have seen go- 
ing the rounds of tho papers, that if such a state of 
things should take place— that the States should thl'jk 
proper to emancipate and send tLjir slaveit off— it 
could not be done without producing a uniformity 
between the institutions of the different States, and 
that would lead to despotism. It is said that our free 
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insiitutions rest upon the iMuiif of « dirertitj of Uwi 
and institutions in the difTorent States, and it i* argu«d 
that if there is unifgrmitj on iht subject of frosdom, 
there must ba uniforn^itj on eTSfy other snbjact— uni- 
formity of laws for th» granite hilis of New Hamp- 
shire, the rich fields of South Carelina,. the mints of 
California, and the prairies of Illinois. 

It is difficult to treat so illogical an inference seri- 
ously, but if it be true that uniformity on the subject of 
freedom in all tho States requires uniformity of laws 
upon all subjects in the several States, then diversity 
upon the one subject would require diveasity upon all. 
On this priaoipl* lean prore_ that the men wha advocate 
it, and who say that diversity is the basis of our free in- 
stitutions are thamsolves in faror of licensing robbers, 
and burglars, and thieves, and murderers, and ropaal- 
ing all laws for punishing such offenders. And why? 
Because all the States of the Uaion have laws forpro- 
renting the commission of such crimes; and as diver- 
sity of laws is the basis of our free inBtitutious, we 
must repeal our criminal code in order to bring it 
about, lest by having laws in all the States punishing 
luoh criminals, we fall into despotism. Now, you who 
are for diversity of laws and institutions la the different 
States, must sanction murder, robbery, burglary and 
theft, according to your own mode of reasoning. The 
application of such reasoning is as good one way as 
the other, and this shows the utter absurdity of charg- 
ing upon the Republicans — who would wish that, in 
the providence of God, not a human being trod His 
footstool in the capacity of slave (loud appl.auso) — a 
desire to have uniformity of laws and institutions in 
all the States on all subjects. I say this simply turn- 
ing the argument used against us upon those who 
laake it, and showing that they are just as obnoxious 
io the charge of advocating diversity of laws and in- 
Ititutiois upon all subjects as we are of advocating 
uniformity upon all. 

CONCLUSION. 

Having given tho views of the Republican party as 
I understand them, in regard to slavery, I designed 
to have said something upon the unwarrantable as- 
sumption of power by the Federal Executive, bat am 
already so much exhausted ns to bo unable to do so. 
I intended to have pointed out to you tho nature of 
the assu'nptious of ^nwer on the part of the Federal 
Governri'ent trcdin<^ to consolidation and to break 
''"wn th'; Foreignty of the States; to have shown .is 
"• jan hi sbown and demonstrated, that this party,now 
calling itself democratic, is tho old Federal party in 
disguise. ('"'Go on — good, good — go on," and ap- 
plause.) 

It is true, and it can be demonstrated to be true. 
The powers which have been usurped by Pierce and 
Buchanan would have led to the impeachment, I be- 
lieve, of Washington himself. (Applause.) Why, tho 
President of the United States now assumes to raise 
armies without calling upon Congretis. He has en- 



listed Tolunteere without the least authority from Cob* 
grMs. He hM marched au «rray away to the Rocky 
Mountains and enoamped it there during the winter 
at an expense of millions and millions of dollars, with' 
out the least authority of law. AH that the j)eBio> 
cratio Conf retss of his party does is to raise the money 
to pay for the expedition. I say nothing hero of the 
policy of that expedition, I speak of the want of 
porer in the President to send it there. It is done, 
I know, under the pretended name of a po$te comita- 
tu» to accompany the Ooveraor. It is the same tort 
of subterfuge under which troops were employed in 
Kansas to compel submission to their invaders. 

You know what &pos4e comitatM is. It is the power 
of the county, called out by a civil officer to assist in 
the e.xecution of process when resisted, and tho Presi- 
dent of tho United States, who has no authority to 
summon a posse for any purpose, calls the army from 
Florida, thousands of miles off, and sends it as upotte 
comitatus, first to Kansas, ufterwards to tlie Rocky 
Mountains to accompany the Governor. Why » Qoy- 
ernor has no right to have poaae comitatut for an es- 
cort, and it is a perversion of terms to give such a 
nam« to an army. Tho authority to make war is vested 
by tho Constitution in the Congress of the United 
States. It is expressly declared that Congress sliall 
have the power to declare war, to false armies, and 
prescribe rules for their government 

A Voico~"How wi'il you put down lebellion?" 

Mr. Trumbull— I will put down rebellion under tho 
authority of Congress, and in no other way. (Ap- 
plause.) The President of the United States is the 
Commander-in-chief, when Congress raises the troops 
and directs him what to do, but ho has no power to 
laise an armyj and if you sanction his usurpations of 
power in raising armies and using them at his own 
discretion, tho time is not distant when some Bona- 
parte or Caisar will assume to control your rights and 
mine. (Great cheers.) 

The Republican party is opposiod to this assumption 
of power, aed all. these unnecessary offices and un- 
necessary expenses, and they are for bringing tho 
government buck, not only in regard to this slavery 
question, but in regard to all questions, to its originftl 
policy under "Washington and Jeflerson. We are for 
an economical administration of tho goverument, for 
Ehaping the legislation of the country to servo the beat 
interests of the country, and the whole country,' op- 
prerssing no section and no interest, but doing equal 
justice to ail. (Cries of good, good, and loud applause.) 
Not interfering with slavery where it is, but shaping 
the policy of tho country so as to prevent its expan- 
sion, and leaving it as llie Constitution has left it, for 
the States where it exists, to manage it as shall seem 
to them best. (Applause.) That I understand to bo 
tho policy of tho Republican party. Install that party, 
in power, and we may look furward to long years of 
peace and prosperity, for a free, a unif*)d, and a happy 
people. (Loud and long continued cheering.) 



Pred Scott Swallowed in Chicaoo and Thrown Up in FKEEroiiT — What the 
Supreme Court Says — What President Buchanan Says — The 
Little Dodger Cornered and Caught. . 



Mr Douglas hat' at last, to use his own 
chaste and classic language, been '<trotted 
out" and "brought to his milk." The effort 
has been in progress for four yeara, with very 
little prospect of success; but on the 27th of 
August he was brought up 'with a round 
turn' by Mr. Lincoln, and made to 'let down.' 
During the struggle over the Kansas-Ne- 
braska bill, Mr. DouglM voted in the Senate 
against an amendment, asserting the right 
of the Territorial Legislature to exclude sla- 
very. He was interrogated upon the point 
whether a Territorial Legislature had the 
right to exclude the institution, both in the 
United States Senate and upon the stump — 
in 1854 and 1856 — all along through the 
exciting discussions which have grown out of 
the repeal of the Missouri Compromise ; and 
in every instance, without a solitary excep- 
tion, when so interrogated, his reply was, 
*'That is a question for the Supreme Court 
of the United St^ites to determine." Well, 
the Supreme Court did determine the ques- 
tion in ita decision of the famous Dred 
Scott. case. Here is what it nald : 

"We are satisfied that no one who reads 
attentively the page in Peter's Reports to 
which we have referred, cau suppose that 
the Court meant in that case to say that 
Congress had a right to prohibit a citizen of 
the United States from taking any property 
which he legally held into a Territory of the 
United States. And if Congress itself can- 
not do this — if it is ' eyond the powers con- 
ferred on the Federal Government-— it will 
be admitted, we presume, that it could not 
autJtorize a Territorial Government to exer- 
cise them. And if the Constitution recog- 
nizes the right of property of the master in 
a slave, and makes no distinction "between 
that description of property and other pro- 
perty owned by a citizen, no tribunal, acting 



under the authority of the United States, 
whether it be LEGISLATIVE, exccutiTe 
or judicial, has a right to draw srtch a dis- 
tinction, or deny to it the hencfit of the pro- 
visions and guarantees which have been pro- 
vided for the jprotectinn of private jiroperty 
against the encroachments of the Govern- 
ment." — Dred Scott Decision delivered b]j 
Chief Justice Tanei/,p. 451. 

There is no chance for mistaking the lan- 
guage here employed. It is clear and con- 
clusive upon the point which Mr. Dougljs 
had always said could be decided only by tie 
Supreme Court. The doctrine embraced to- 
wit: thi*t the federal constitution carries 
slavery into all the Territories belonging to 
the United States, and protects it there in 
defiance of Congressional intervention or 
the enactments of the Territorial LegisU- 
tures, has been accepted by all the slave- 
holding States and adopted by the Democra- 
tic party without a dissenting voice. Mr, 
Buchanan, the present head and chief expo- 
nent of that party, in his famous Sillinun 
letter of last September, declared that : 

"Slavery existe4 at that period, and stffl 
exists in Kansas, UNDER THE CONSTI- 
TUTION OF THE UNITED STATES. 
This point has at last been fnalli/ settled hj 
the highest tribunal kno-wn to our lawi 
How it could ever be seriously doubted ist 
mystery." 

Mr, Douglas, himself, again and again in- 
dorsed this decision. He indorsed it in al 
his speeches in this State last summer and 
fall, he indorsed it during the winter upoi 
the floor of thfe Senate, he has indorsed it 
in all his speeches delivered since his retuis 
from Washington up to August 27. Thi 
point of his acquiescence in that decision hi! 
been made upon him scores of times, anJ 
still in every speech his reply, in substance. 



has been: ''The Supreme Court has so dc 
clared. I sustain' the iLctidQ ■oFv/the €oMt.- 
'Xhe Court can do nomong/' A# F'-^'opbr*,, 
however, the subject was pressed; h'oine' 
him, in terms, in a manner ths,i compe'ikd 
him to give a categorical answer. He wa,;i 
■ literally ' 'trotted out and b/ought to his 
milk," , not in ''Egypt whetf h<i ha<i thrert- 
iened to perform that interesting operation 
upon his opponent, but in Northern Illinois, 
where the free soil sentiment is all powerful, 
and in a Senatorial District which he i^ la- 
boring very hard to carry. Had Mr. Lin- 
coln waited until they had gone down to 
Egypt "the milk,'' dpubtlesay would have 
been of a different color and consistency, 
but the free soil atmosphere with which 
Douglas wa3 - nrrounded worked wonders 
upon his pol?Ucal laceteals. That our rea- 
ders may see how entirely he swallowed 
Dred Scott in Chicago, and how he was com- 
pelled to throw up again at Freeport, we 
place ui parallel columns his remarks on 
this subject at each place: 



measnren friendly to tlaverf. 
Hence, no matter wha^ may 
be tbe deei-iOK!M,tt)nlBa- 
preme. CoartrOQ'^tbat Abstnct 
qaeRtion, Rtfn th^ ri^t t^tho 
people to mi^ke % )darc-Tarrt< 
tory or a free Terrftory {a,p6iw 
fectaAd comtilit^ tfodfiW tha 
Nubraska BUI. , J,^op^rlIr. 
Lincoln will de«n) tn^ aniwer 
aatisfactory On this point; D 



I>0C;OI,».S AT CHICAGO, JULT 9, 

1858. 

other proposition ad- 
vanced by Mr. Lincoln In bis 
cpeech contlets iu a criisado 
•gainst tbe SupreMQ Court of 
tbe United t-tates on tba 
ground of the Dred Stott de- 
cision. On this question also 
I desire to say to you ufle- 
qnivocally that / iakt direct 
or dittinct isaut with him. I 
hare no warfare to make on 
the Supreme Court of thp. 
United States [applause] el- 
tlidr on account cf t^otorany 
otber decision which they 
have pronounced from that 
bench. The Constitution uf 
tbe United States have provi- 
ded that the power of the Go- 
Ternmeot— and the Constitu- 
tions of the several States bad 
tbe same provisions— Bliall be 
divided into' throe depart- 
ments — the executive, legis 
lative and judiciary The 
right and the province of ex- 
ponnding the Constitution 
And the construction of law is 
vested in a judiciary estab- 
lished by the tk>nstitutton. 
As « lawyer, I feel at liberty 
to appear before a court and 
controvert any principle of 
law while tbe question is 
pending before the tribunal; 
bnt when a decision iS' made, 
my private opinion, your 
opinions, all our opinions 
must yield, to the majesty of 
that au^oritative adjudica- 
tion. [Cries of "Good," and 
tibeer«.J 

I do not choose, thorefori», 
to go into an argument with 
Mr. Ltneoitt ii\ reviewing the 
Tarlods decisions that tbe ?u- 
prtmd Court ba< made eithtt 



BOnOLAS AT FRKEPOET, ADO, 2T, 

1858 

The next question Mr. Lin- 
coln propounded fto me is — 
"Can the people of a territory 
exclude slavery from their 
limits by any legal noons be- 
fore it comvs into ths Union 
as a State." I answer empha- 
tically, as Mr. Lincoln has 
behrd me acs^er a hundred 
times, on every stomp in Illi- 
nois, that in my opinion the 
people of a territory can, by 
lawful means, exslude slave- 
ry before it comes in as a 
8tat« [Cheers.] Mr. Lincoln 
knew taat I had given that 
aaswer over and over again. 
He heard me argue the Ne- 
braska Bill on that principle, 
all over the State in 18&4-'5 
and '6, and be has cow no ex- 
cuse to pretend to have any 
doubt upon that subject.. 
Whatever the Supreme Court 
may hereafter decide as to the 
abstract question whether 
slaverj may go in under tbe 
Constitution or not, the peo- 
ple of a Territory have the 
lawful means to admit it or 
exclude it as t])^ may please, 
for tbe reason that slavery 
caQuot ex'st adayor.an hour 
anywhere unless supported 
by local police regulations, 
furnitbing remeiios and 
means of enforcing the right 
to hold slaves. Those local 
and police regulations c»n 
only be f araishcd by the legal 
legislature. If the people of 
the Territory are opposed to 
slftvpry they will elect mem- 
ber* to the Legislature who 
will adopt unfriendly legisla- 
tion to it. If they are for it 
they will adopt the legislative 



upon tfie Dred Scott case or 
■ any otMr, and I have no idea 
. of a^^Utt^Isom the decision 

of the Supreme Court apon s 

e mstftutional question to the 
^^i:(9t a.'itown meeting; 

i}\ jc» am opposed to this 
.'tlactrlno vf Mt. Lincoln's, by 

itk(foh he i,\ropo.se8 to take aO 

appeal from thn (lec'rioc of 

the Supreme Court of the 

United , State."), apoa these 

high constitutional questions, ■ : ;) 

to a J'ree 4toil, or IkpabUcaB : - ■ • ; j 

caucus situatiid in tl)<! coun- 
try—ye*, Or to any other can- , > 

■ins 01 town meeting. I re~ t 

sped tIi.eds(,ition of that august . 

tribunal: I nhall bow in defer- ' . 

ence toit. 

Now, mark: at Chicago Mr. Douglas 
takes ^'direct issue with Mr. Lincoln" on. 
the subject of the Dred Scott decision. Mr. 
Lincoln had objected to that decision chiefly 
on the ground of its declaration that the 
federal constitution carried slavery into the 
Territories and protected it there against &11 
legislative, executive or judicial inter/erencCj 
whether federal or local. To this objection 
of Mr. Lincoln, Mr. Douglas took "direct or 
distinct issue" in his Chicago speech. He 
was for the decision, he "respected" it, and 
"bowed in deference to it." At Bloominig- 
ton he was equally esplicit, his languageiat 
that place being : 

"I have no issue to. make with the Su- 
preme Court. I have no crusade to preach 
against that august body. I have no ; war- 
fare to make against it. I receive the final 
decision of the Judges of that Court, wheu 
pronounced, as the final adjudication upon 
all questions within their jurisdiction" ' 

The same language was substantially held 
by Mr. Douglas in his subsequent speech^?. 
His followers throughout the State took 
their cue from the bold manner in which he 
uttered his approval of that decision and in- 
dorsed all its consequences. A writer in the 
Chicago Times elaborated a series of articles 
to establish the wisdom and justice of the 
dicfum which made slavery the common law 
of the land J and the editor of the Times 
indorsed the views of the writer. Other 
Douglas organs followed in the wake of the 
Times. The Douglas party in Illinois was 
as fully committed to the doctrine as its ac- 
knowledged leader and his subalterns had it 
in their power to commit it. Those who 
t<K)k the stump for Douglas came square up 
to the mark, swallowing Dred Scott at a single 
gulp. At Vandalia, on the 18th Aug., Caip- 
tain Post, a prominent Douglas? candidate for . 
nominatioa to Congress from the 7th Dia- 
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trioti disconrsed on the subject aflerihe fol-. 
lowing feshion : 

"I know I once preached the. doctrine that 
the people of a territory had the right by' 
the passage of a territorial law, to establish 
or exolnde slavery. I know that was the 
doctrine formerly maintained by the Demo- 
cratic party; but I became sathjied that we 
were wrong. If I own a horse in Kentucky 
I am at liberty to take that horse into any 
Territory of the United States. Why? Be- 
cause he is my property. The case is pre- 
cisely the same as my nigger. The Consti- 
tution of the United States protects me in 
the enjoyment of ray property i^ny where in 
the Territories." 

Captain Post had just heard Douglas' 
Bpeeohes all through Central and Southern 
Illinois; he had conversed and counselled 
with him in private. He understood the 
position of his master fully. He knew what 
his opinions for that latitude were. He gave 
free expression to them, not dreaming, we 
presume, that Mr. Douglas would seek to 
«onvey- a different impression in another part 
of the State. 

We now call the reader's special attention 
to the extrnct which we have copied above 
from the iFreeport speech. Mr. Douglas, 
TSrith an audacity that no ono but himself 
could assume, boldly declares that ho has as- 
gerted "on every stump in Illinois that in 
(his) opinior. tlie people of a territory can, 
by lawful means, exclude slavery before it 
comes in as a State." Now we assert that 
Mr. Douglas has not decKirod any such thing 
^'cn any one stump in the State. From 1854 
to 1857, when asked for his opinion on this 
subject, and he was often tsked, he invaria- 
bly referred hia interrogator to the Supremo 
Court for an answer ; since the Drcd Scott 
decision of that paity, when asked for his 
opinion, his answer has been such as he gave 
in his Chicago speech— -'^I rospcct that (the 
Drcd Scott) decision; I bow with deference 
to it." We ask the people of Illinois, of 
every party, if i\m is not so. And if it is, 
"what shall we think of the man who thus im- 
pudently and unblushingly lalsifies his own 
record in tbo face of asfieniblcd thousands? 

The other point to which we direct atten- 
tion is, that while Mr. Douglas sought to 
impress his audience with the belief tnat he 
repudiated the most objectionable feature of 
the Dred Scott decision, he in reality did not 
commit himself against it. Eis position is, 



that' ndtwithstanding the Dred Scott de- 
cision c«rr,es slayery into the Territories, 
still the people thereof can exclude it or 
admit it just as they please, for the reaaon ' 
that slavery cannot exist a day or an hour 
anywhere, unless supported by local police 
regulations; that these police regulations 
can only be furnished by the local legisla- 
ture; that hence a people who do not desire 
slavery in their Territory, have only to elect 
a legislature of their mind — and the federal 
constitution and that "august tribunal," the 
Supreme Court, are no'where! Mr. Douglas 
was once a Judge (jf the Supreme Court of 
Illinois; he still claims to be a lawyer, and 
boasts of being deeply learned in the consti- 
tution. If he is honest in this exposition of 
constitutional law, what becomes of his 
claims as a statesman ? If it was his inten- 
tion to practice a deception upon the people 
as to his real sentiments, his claims to hon- 
esty and truthfulness arc still less. 

Look at the fallacy of the position. What 
local police regulations are necessary for the 
protection of slaves? Mr. Douglas is a 
slave holder; will he, in his ■. next speech, 
have the goodness to name the local police 
regulations by which he holds his slaves in 
Mississippi? If any one is desirous of pro- 
voking his rage and hearing him pour out his 
choicest billingsgate, let him propound that 
question to Douglas at his next appointment. 
So far as the Territories are concerned, the 
argument of Douglas carries its refutation 
upon its face, and is in direct conflict with 
the dictum of the Supreme Court in the 
Dred Scott case. The language of the Court 
is: — 

"And if the Constittitioti reeogoizes the 
right of property of the nsaster in a slave, 
and makes no distinction between that des- 
cription of property and other property 
owned by a citizen, no tribunal, acting under 
the authority of the United States, whether 
LECrlSLATlVE, Executive^ or Judicial, 
has a right to draw such a .di&tincfion, or 
DENY to it the ben^Jit o/ the provisions and 
guarantees vjhich have been provided for (he 
protection of private property, against the 
encroachments of the Government." 

Here, then, if "local police regulations" are 
necessary to the maintenance of slavery, the 
Supreme Cou t hag decided that the local 
Legislature has not the right to DENY the 
benefit of the provisions and guarantees 
which have been provided for its protection. 
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In other words, the local Legislature is 
BEQUIRED to furnish the necessary police 
regulations. But suppose it refuse and ne- 
glect the requireoient, what then? Is the 
Federal GoTcrnment powerless to protect 
private rights within its jurisdiction? 
Where are the Governor, the TJ. S. Marshal, 
the United States Army, and what their busi- 
ness in the Territories, if it be not to pro- 
tect private rights and enforce the guaran- 
tees of the Constitution "against the en- 
croachments of the local government ?" Is 
Mr. Douglas a knave, or does he consider 
the people of Illinois to be fools, and 
so believing, insult their intelligence 
with such nonsense as all this talk about 
"local police regulations" and the in- 
ability of the Bederal Government to 



enforce the guamntees of the Constitu- 
tion? 

Here, then, is Mr. Douglas' last definition 
of the right of the people of the Territories 
to govern themselves. Their right is a mere 
negation. If they do not wish to have sla- 
very, they cannot exclude it, for the Dred 
Scott decision is in the way; but they may 
refrain from passing local police regulations 
for its protection! That is all there ig of 
Popular Sovereignty left by his own admis- 
sion; and even that can avail nothing, since 
the Drcd Scott decision declares that the (jon- 
stitution guarantees the right of property in 
slaves in the territories, and the Federal Gov- 
ernment has the power and is compelled to en- 
force that guarantee. Said we not truly, that 
"the little dodger is cornered and caught?"' 



WHAT THE SOUTHERN PAPERS SAY. 



THE IiOUISVILIiE JOUBNAL OK DOUQI1A.B AWD Iil^rOOLN"— OPINIO Jf OF THE 

HOME OUGAN OF HEIfKY" CLAY. 



The Louisville Jotirnal has received 
Douglas Freeport speech, and to the Sena- 
ator's new averment that slavery may be 
kept out of the Territories by the refusal of 

the local Legislatures to pass laws for its 
protection, in spite of the authoritative man- 
date of the Constitution and the Supreme 
Court, thus replies : 

Mr. Lincoln, though doubtless far from 
approving this answer, will probably deem it 
more satisfactory than Senator Douglas' 
Southern Democratic friends are likely to 
think it. We ask these gentlemen, plainly, 
what they do think of it. Is it good 
Southern doctrine ? Is it good law ? Is it 
statesmanlike ? Is it even in conformity 
with that system of public ethics which ob- 
tains among nations tolerably civilized ? 
Saying nothing of historic prestige — spawn 
of Senator Douglas' own brain as it is — is it 
comparable, in honesty, or dignity, or expe- 



diency or any other quality which might 
palliate or redeem a grave error, to Mr. Lin- 
coln's position on the same question ? Most 
certainly it is not. A more silly, disgusting 
exhibition of ignorance and duplicity was 
never made by a man of respectable preten- 
sions. According to Senator Douglas, the 
Territorial Legislatures, though prohibited 
by the Constitution from abolishing slavery 
within their respective jurisdictions, may 
lawfully abstain from enforcing the rights of 
slaveholders, and so extinguish tlie institu- 
tion by voluntary neglect. In other words, 
Senator Douglas contends that the Territo- 
rial Legislatures may lawfully evade tlie 
Constitution by deliberately omitting to pro- 
tect the rights which it establishes. He 
holds that the people of the Terjritories may 
lawfully abolish slavery indirectly, tho^xgli 
the Constitution forbids them, to abolish or 
prohibit it directly. It is impossible to con- 
ceive of squatter sovereignty in a more con- 



.tenjptiblo ehape than this. It is the scur- 
viest possible form of the scurviest of all 
possible heresies. A refinement, moreover, 
IS added to the enormity of the fact that the 
Dred Scott Decision, to which Senator Doug- 
las constantly parades his allegiance express- 
ly precludes the whole thing. The opinion 
of the Court in that case denies the right of 
Territorial Legislatures' to refuse protection 
to slavery Jis distinctly as '. it denies ! their 
right to abolish or prohibit it. y^'And if the 
Oonstitution," says the Court, "xecbgnizes 
tte right of property of the inaistef in a 
, fll&ye, and makes no distinction between . 
that description of property and other pro- 
,perty owned by a citizen, no tribunal acting 
under the authority of the United States 
whether LEGISLATIVE, Executive or 
Judicial, lias a right to draw such a dis- 
tinction, or DENY to it the benefit of the 
provisions and guarantees ichich have 
been provided for the protection of pri- 
vate property against the encroachments 
of the Government." The doctrine finds 
as little warrant in the late famous 
opinion of the Supreme Court as in 
law or morals or the dictafo^i of a fair 
and wiiG statesmanship. It has no ba- 
sis either in reason or authority. It is 
utterly and astoundingly false. No friend 
to the constitutional rights of the South 
or to manly public dealing can or will 
tolerate it for an instant. It is a most 
vile and miserable and unmitigable here- 
sy. Senator Douglas in publicly espous- 
ing it, goes several lengths beyond the 
most intense and passionate Republicans 
in the whole North. He rushes in where 
Mr. Lincoln and his colleagues scorn to 
tread. 

Mr. Lincoln's position on this point has 
tlxe merit of openness if not justness. In- 
deed, as compared with that of his adroit 
but short sighted and unscrupulous antago- 
nist, it posaeaeea merits considerably more 
substantial than simple frankness. While 
taking sound national ground on every other 
important point of the "vexed question," 
Mr. Lincoln avows his belief "in the right 
and duty of Congress to prohibit slavery in 
ail the United States Territories." — We 
consider this an error, involving, theoreti- 
cally at least, very serious injustice to the 
ijitizens of the slaveholding States. It is 
undoubtedly a serious evil regarded in itself 
Yet every impartial mind must perceive and 



admit that it is the pink of truth and justice • 
compared with the wretched doctrine an- 
nouhce^d by Senator Douglas. ' In the name 
of common sense and common fairness, if 
slavery is to be prohibited' or abolished in 
the Territories by any legisktivfe tribunal, 
let it be done by one in whiclx the nation is 
represented, and riot by one composed of the 
representatives of lih'c first straggler^ from 
some overburdened city or restless ' border 
State who happen tp'squat on the public do- 
main. If slavery is to be prohibited in the 
Territories by legislation at all, let it be done 
by the people of the United States, and not 
by the first handful of nomadic settlers in 
the Territories themselve^!. If we must have 
any sovereignty in the case, apart from the 
Constitution, give us the sovereignty of the 
American people, not' squatter sovereignty 
in its most detestable and unwarrantable 
shape. Senator Douglas, as we have seen, 
gives us the latter — Mr. Lincoln the former. 
Between the two, no intelligent, discerning 
patriot can hesitate a moment. Mr. Lin- 
coln's position, aside from its virtually specu- 
lativo cast, is infinitely less unfriendly to the 
constitutional rights and just interests of the 
South. When, furthermore, we reflect that 
the Supreme Court has pronounced this 
identical position unconstitutional, and would 
infallibly nullify any Congressional legisla- 
tion in pursuance of it, the practical conse- 
quence of Mr. Jrtncoln's error vanishes into 
all but nothing. It becomes a harmless 
crochet, a political dream. But if it were 
as vital as it is lifeless, it would be immeas- 
ureably less pernicious than the reckless and 
shameless heresy of Douglass. It would be 
difficult, in fact, to imagine a doctrine on the 
subject that would not be. Abolitionism it- 
self as respects the Territories, has never, in 
its highest fury, assumed such radical ground 
as Douglas took in his Freeport speech. 
Garrison, with all his fanatical and demonia- 
cal hatred of slavery, has never in hi,t whole 
life uttered an opinion at once so insulting 
and injurious to the South. The force of 
unscrupulous Northern demagogism seems 
spent in thlT last expedient of the unscru- 
pulous littlo demagogue of Illinois, 

This is a Southern view of the matter at 
issue; but it is out-spoken, honest and signi- 
ficant of more to follow. The Louisville 
Journal concludes its lengthy article on the 
Illinois canvass as follows: 

We can hardly be mistaken in thinking 
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that this somewhat unexpected development 
vrill strike our political friends in Illinois as 
something more than significant. We shall 
be mistaj^li if they do not consider it deci- 
sive, and promptly throw aside whatever im- 
perfect, half-formed sympathies with Sena- 
tor Douglas they may have hitherto enter- 
tained. Such sympathies, if they exist, or 
have existed, must now be curdled into 
sourest aversion and disgust. 

■ • « •> 

Union of the Opposition. 
The Baltimore Patriot^ the well known 
organ of the old Whigs of the State of Ma- 
ryland, gives its strong indorsement of a 
union of . all the opposition elements of the 
country, in order to defeat the schemes of 
the corrupt Douglas-Buchanan Democracy. 
It says: 

"Possessing equally with every other citi- 
zen of a Southern State the determination 
to protect the institutiona of the South from 
encroachment, and cherishing in common, 
all the sentiments and feelings inherent in 
every true inhabitant of a slave State, we see 
nothing in the present position of parties 
calculated to prevent us giving a cordial and 



warm support to a union of all the conser- 
vative elements of the country iu opposition 
to the inglorious and demoralized Democra- 
cy, which now, with an,,.arm^i^ phnri9it«a 
at its command, affects t-J -ajdciiriister the si- 
fairs of the nation, and, at the"'expense of 
its labor, lavishes millions upon its votaries 
to prolong its existence and the perpetuity of 
its reign. 

With the masses it has already become 
unpopular. The bungling policy of the ad- 
ministration of James Buchanan, its extra- 
vagance, which is fast establishing a national 
debt, the corruptions whose emanations ap- 
pear to proceed from its advisers, the at- 
tempt by the mere force of power to coerce 
the inhabitants of what will sood be a sove- 
reign State, into a form of government re- 
pugnant to the wishes of nine-tenths of 
them; these and other reasons are sufficient 
to create a feeling, which, in I860, will 
sweep from position a party that has done 
more tx) mar and blemish our status aa a re- 
public than any other which has existed in 
our midst since the Revolution." 

That's the talk. The Henry Clay Whigs 

of lUinob respond "amen" to every word 
of it. 



In 1849 Douglas "canonized" the Missouri 
Compromise. 

Tho Missouri Compromise had an origin 
akin to that of the CocetitutioD of the United 
State*; coDceiyed in the same spirit of fraternal 
a^ection, and calculated to remove forever the 
danger which seamed to threaten, at some dis- 
tant day, to sever the social bond of union. 
All the. evidences of public opinion, at that day, 
seemed to indicate that this Oompromise had 
became canonized ia the hearts of the American 
Tpeople as a sacred thing, which no ruthless 
hand vroulu ever be reckleaai enough to disturb- 
Judge Douglas^ speech at Byringjield, Oct. 23d, 
1849. 

Douglas defending the Missouri Compromise 
in 1850, /rom the charge of being an ag- 
gression on the South. 

''The next in tho series of aggressions comw 
plained of by the Senator from South Cnrolina, 
is the Missouri Compromise. The Missouri 
Compromise, an act of Northern iojustice, de- 
Bigned to deprive the South of her due share of 
the Torritiries ! Why, sir, it vras only on this 
very day that tlie Senator fron-i Mississippi de- 
spaired of any peaceable adjustment of existing 
difiBculties, because the Missouri Compromise 
line could not be extended to the Pdcific. That 
measure vras originally adopted in the bill for 
tho admisaion of Missouri by the union of 
Northern and Southern votes. The South has 
always professed to be willing to abide by it, 
and even to continue it, as a fair and honorable 
adjustment of a vexed and difiicult question. — 
In 1845 it was adopted in the rcsiJutions for 
the annexation of T«»xas, by Southern as well 
as Northern votes, without the slightest com- 
plaint that it was unfair to any section of the 
country. In 1846 it received the support of 
every Sou^iern member of the House of E.o'>re-> 
Bentalives — Whig and Democrat — without ex- 
ception, as an alternative measure to the Wil- 
mot proviso. And again in 1848 as an amend- 
ment to the Oregon bill, on my motion, it re- 
ceived the vote, if I recollect right — and I do 
not think that I can possibly be mistaken — ^^of 
every Southern Senator, Whig and Democrat, 
even including the Senator from South Carolina 
himself [Mr. Calhoun.) And yet we are now told 
that this is only second to the ordinance of 
1787 in the series of aggressions on the South." 
f'Douglan' speech in Senate, Mnrch 13, 1850 — 
Cong. Globe, Appendix, vol. 22, part 1, page 
370. 



Douglas in 1850, on "Prohibition^' and 
slaves as "Property." 

"But you say that we propose to prohibit 
bylaw your emigrating to the territories with 
your property. We pkoposir no such thing. 
We recognize your right in common with our 
own, to emigrate to the territories vr!th your 
properly nnd there hold and enjoy it in subor- 
dination to the laws you may find in force in 
the country. Those laws in some respects, 
differ f rom our own, as the laws of the various 
States of this Union vt»ry, on lome points from 
the laws of each other. Some species of prop" 
ei'ty are excluded by law in most o f the States as 
well as territories, as being unwise, immoral, 
OR CONTRARY TO THE PRINCIPLES OP 
SODND PUBLIC POLICY. For instance, the 
banker ia prohibited from emigrating to Minr 
nesota, Oregon or California, with his bank. 
Tho bank may be property by the laws of New 
Yoi'k, but ceases to be so when taken into a 
State or Territory, where banking is prohibited 
by the local law. So, ardent spirits, whiskey, 
brandy, all tho intoxicating drinks, are recog. 
nized and protected as property in most of the 
State?, if not all of them; but no citizen, 
whether from the Norther South, can take this 
species of property with him, and hold, sell or 
use it at his rjleasure, in all the territories, be- 
cause it is prohibited by the local law — in Ore- 
gon by the statutes of the Territory, and in the 
Indian country by the acts of Congress. NOR 
CAN A MAN GO THERE AND TAKE 
AND HOLD HIS SLAVE FOR THE SAME 
REASON. These laws, and many others, in- 
volving similnr nrinciplos, are directed against 
no section, AND IMPAIR THE RIGHTS OP 
NO STATE OF THE UNION. They are 
laws against the introduction, sale and use of 
specific kinds of property, whether brought 
from tho North or the South, or from foreign 
countries." — [Donglas' speech in Senate, March 
13, 1850— Cong. Globe Appendix, Vol.22, part 
1, page 371. 

And again : 

" But, sir, I do not hold the doctrine that to 
exclude any species cf property by law from 
any Territory, is a violation of any right to 
property. Do you not exclude banks from most 
of the Territories? Do you not exclude whis-* 
key from being intioducod into largo portions 
of the territory of the United States? Do you 
not exclude gambling tables, which are »per- 
ly recognized as such in the States where they 
are tolerated ? And has any one contended 
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that the exclusion of gamblmg tables, and the 
exalasioD of ardent spirits wai a violation of 
any constitutional privilege or right? And 
yet it is the case in a large portion of the terf 
ritory of the United States ; but there is no 
outcry against that, because it ia the prohibi- 
tion of a specific kind of property, and not a 
prohibition against any section of the Union. 
Why, sir, our laws now prevent a tavern keeper 
from going into some of the Territories of the 
United States and taking a bar with him, and 
using and selling spirits there. The law also 
prohibits certain other descriptions of business 
from being carried on in the Territoricf*. 1 am 
not, ilierefore, prepared io say that, under the 
constitution, we have not the power to pass- laws 
excluding Negro slavery from the Territories. 
It involves the same i^rinciples." — Speech of 
Senator Douglus, June 3d, ISoO-pngea 1115 
and 1116, vol. 2<1, Cong. Globe, and '50. 
Douglas in '50 on the "right of Frohibition." 

"The territories belong to the United States 
as one people, one nation, and are to be disposf 
ed of for the common benefit of all, according 
to the principles of the Constitution. lOach 
State as a member of the" confederacy, hns a 
right to a voice in lornBinK the rules and regu- 
lations for the government of the Territories; 
but the different sections— North, South, East 
and West— have no such right. It is no vio- 
lation 01" SOUTHEKN RlCnXS TO i'ROHIBTT SLAVE- 
RY." — [Douglas' speech in Senate, March 13, 
1850.— ConR. Globe Appendix, Vol. 22, part 1, 
page 369. 

Douglas in 1850 on the Constitutionality of 
"Prohibition:' 

"Mj hands arc tied upon one isolated point. 
(Instructed by the Illinois Legislature in 1849, 
to vote for prohibiting slavery in the Mexican 
territory.) 

A Senator— Can you not break loose? 

MR. DOUGLAS. I have no desire to break 
loose. My opinions are my own and I express 
them freely. My votes belong to those who 
sent me here, and to whom I am responsible. 
I have never differed with my constituency 
during seven years service in Congress, except 
upon ono solitary question, AND EVEN ON 
THAT I HAVE NO CONSTITUTIONAL 
DIFFICULTIES, and have previously twice 
given the same vote, under peculiar circum- 
stancee; which is now required at my hands. 
I have no desire, therefore, to break loose from 
the instruction." — [Douglas' speech in Senate 
March 18, 1850— Cong. Globe Appendix, Vol.. 
22, part 1, page 373. 

Doxiglas in 1850 achiowledgcs that slavery 
is prohibited by Mexican laio in Utah and 
New Mexico — the only Territories organ- 
ized under the Co7npromise measures of 
1850. 

"Slavery, then, is PROHIBITED in all the 



country acquired from Mexico, by a funda- 
mental lavr — a constitutional provision, adopts 
by the inhabitants of the country, and whicK 
must continue in force FOREVER, unless re-, 
pealed by competent authority. This doctrine 
is not new with me, nor is it now advanced by 
me for the first time."— [Douglas' speech in 
1850, in Senate— Globe Appendix, Vol. 22, 
part 1, page 372. 

Douglas on extending the Missouri Compro- 
mise Line in 1850 — Six months after the 
introduction of Clay's Compromise Reso- 
lutions, and three months after tJie intro- 
duction of the "Omnibus Bill." 
The bill ifor the admission of California being 
under debate, Mr. Turney, (of Tenn.) moved to 
amend the same by exterading the Missouri 
Compromise line to the Pacific Ocean, saying 
his amendment was a verbatum copy of Doug- 
las' amendment to the Oregon Bill. 
Mr. Douglas said: 

"As reference has been made to me as the 
ftuthcr of a similar amendment in 1848, to the 
Oregon Bill, I desire only to state that 1 was 
then willing to adjust the whole slavery ques- 
tion on that line and those terms; and if the 
whole acquired territory was now in the same 
condition as it was then I WOULD NOW VOTE 
FOR IT. AND SHOULD BE GLAD TO SEE 
IT ADOPTED. But wnce then California has 
increased her population, has a State govern-* 
ment organized and L cannot consent for ono to 
destroy that State government, and send all 
back or that such a line as this shall form her 
southern boundary. For that reason AND 
THAT ALONE I shall vote against the amend- 
ment. — Douglas in Senate Aug. 6. 1850. — Con- 
gressional Globe appendix, vol. 22, part 2, page 
1510 Clay's Compromise Resolutions were in- 
troduced January 29th, 1850, the Omnibus bill, 
May 8th, 1850. 

Douglas in 1850 on the "ultimate extinction 
of Slavery." 

"I have already had occasion to remark that 
at the time of the adoption of the Constitution, 
there were twelve slaveholding States, and of 
those twelve, six of them have since abolished 
slavery. This fact shows that the cause of 
freedom has steadily and firmly advanced, 
while slavery has receded in the same ratio. — 
We all, look torward with confidence to the 
TIME when Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, Ken- 
tucky and Missouri, and probably North Caro- 
lina and Tennessee, wilt adopt a gradual sys" 
tern jf emancipation, under the operation of 
which those States must in process of time 
become free. 

And again, speaking of a proposition to 
amend the constitution so as to preserve an 
"equilibrium" in point of numbers between free 
and slave slates, he saye: 

"Then sir, the proposition of the Senator from 
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Soath Cftrollna' 13 entirely impractifcablo. It is 
also inadmissablo, if practicable. It would 
r'ovolntionvze the fundamental principlB of tho 
Govemment. It would destroy the great 
principle of popular equality which must 
necessarily form the baeis of r.M free 
institutions. IT WOULD BE A RETRO- 
GADE MOVEMENT IN AN AGE OP 
PROGRESS, THAT WOULD ASTONISH 
THE WORLD.— Douglas' Speech in Senate 
March 13, 1850 — Congrepsioual Globo Appen- 
dix, vol. 22, part 1, paj^e 371. 

In 1851, Douf/Ias resolves never to make 
another sjieech on the slaver?/ question. 

In Senate, December 23d, 1851, on a resolu- 
tion declaring tho Compromiso measures a 
"finality." 

Mr. Douglas said: 

**At the close of the long session -which 
adopted those measures, J rejoined NEVER to 
make another speech upon the slavery question in 
the halls of Congress. * * * 

" In taking leave of this subject, I wish to state 
that I have determined NEVER to make another 
speech upon the slavery question; and I will now 
add the hope, that the necessity for it will never 
exist. I am heartily tired of the controversy, 
■und I know that the country is disgusted with 
it. In regard to tho resolutions of the Senator 
from Mississippi, (Mr. Foote) I will be pardon- 
ed for saying that I much doubt the wisdom 
and expediency of their introduction. * ^' * 
So long as our opponents do not agitate for re- 
peal or modification, why should we agitato 
FOR ANV PUBPC£E? Wo claim that the compro- 
miso is a iSnal settlement. Is a final settlement 
open to discussion, and agitation, and eontro" 
versy, by its friends? What manner of settle- 
ment is that which does not settle the difficulty 
and quiet the dispute ? Are not the friends of 
the compromise becoming tho agitators, and 
vrill not the country bold us responsible for that 
which we condemn and denounce in the Aboli" 
tionists and Free soilera ? These are matters 
■worthy of consideration. Tliose loho' preach 
peace should not be the first to commence and rex 
open an old quarrel." — [ Cong. Globe appendix, 
1851-2, pages 65 and C8. 

Kational Democratic Platform of 1852, on 
the /Slavery Question, which Douglas suj)- 
ported and indorsed. 

*'Resolved, That the Democratic party will 
resist all attempts at tctvmnf, in Congress or' 
out of it, the agitation of tho r.^ivvO' , question 
UNDER WHATEVER S L IE OR COLOR 
THE ATTEMPT MAY BE >JADE."—[ Res- 
olution of the National Democratic Plitform of 
1852. 



THE THREE NEBRASKA BILLS. 

To uoderstand how "rnthleesly" Sir. Douglas ro opened 
the present slaTory agitation, it is necessary to know tbat 



UehVmsdf introduced tbrcie "Nebraska Bills" into tUo Se- 
nate, and that in his third bill he, for the first time, hinted 
at tho repeal of the Missouri Coroprotiaise. 

THE EIRST NEBRASKA BILL. 
On the 17 th day of February, A D. 1853, Senator Douglas, 
as Chairman of the Committee on Territories, reported to tho 
Senate his first "Act to Organize the Territory of Nebras- 
ka." Thi« Act conta ned no repeal of the Missouri Compro- 
inisf-. 

The following fpcech, on this iiret Bill rfiported by Doug- 
las, made by Atchison of Misaouri, in the Senate, on the 3d 
day of March, 1803, show s that '.hero wts not only no repeal 
iu the Bill, but not even a hope or thought of such a repeal 
in the minds of the most ultra Southerners: 

"NEBRASKA TERRITORY. 
Harch oti, 1S53. — The Senate rtsumed the consideration of 
tho motion to take up tho Bill to Organize the Territory of 
Nebraslca. 

Mr. ATcnisos— (Mr. Foote in the Chair)— I did not expect 
opposition to this measuro from tho quarter fiom which it 
comes— from Texas and from Misaiesippi. I had thought 
that Arkansas, Missouri and Iowa, -vvero more particularly 
interested in this question. 

Mr. Prcsidsat,! will now state to the Senate tho views 
which induced me to oppose this proposition in the early 
part of the session. 

I had two objections to It. One was th*t tho Indian title 
in th:it Territory had not been extinguished, or at least a 
■very sniMl portion of it had been. Another was the J'.ia- 
sonri Compromise, or, as it in commonly called, tho Slav ry 
Kestrictiuu. It was my opinion at that time— r.nd I s,m not 
now very clear on that subject— th»t tho law of CongreBs, 
when the State of Missouri was admitted into the UBion, ex- 
cludinij slavery from the Territory of I-ouisiana north of 36 
deg. 30 min., would bo enforced in that Territory unless it 
was specially roseindfed; and, whether that law was in ac- 
cordance with the Constitution of the United States or not, 
it would do its work, and that work wouid bo to preclude 
slaTe holders from going into that Territory. But when I 
came to look into that question, 1 found that there was no 
profpirl, no hope of a repeal of the Missouri Cmnpromise ex- 
dudinf! slaverj/from that Territory. Now, sir, I am fiee to 
admit that at this moment, at this hour, and for all time 
to come, I shonld oppose the organization or tho eettJement 
of that Territory unless my constituents and tho consti- 
tuents of the whole South, of the slave States of the Union, 
could go into it upon the same footing, with equal rights and 
equal privileges, carryini? that species of property with them 
as other p»ople of this Union. Yes. sir, I acknowledge that 
that would have governed me, lut 1 have no hope that the re- 
striction wiU ever he repealed. 

I have always been of opinion that the first great error 
committed in tho political history of this country was tho 
Ordinance of 17ST, rendering the Northwest Territory freo 
territory. Tho next urcat error was tho Missouri Compro 
m'.ao. iiitt ihey are hoik irremediahle. There is no remedy 
for them . We must submit t ) them. 1 am prepared to do it. 

It 13 ZVIEEXT THAT TBlt MIS8OCBI COMPROMISE CANNOT BE 

RSPKALED. So far as that question is concerned we I'light as 
well agree to tho admission of this Territory now as ne.xt 
year, or fiva or ten years heuco."— [Cong. Globe, Session 
1852-53, page 1113. 

. THE SECOND NEBRASKA BILL. 
On. the 4th of Jailnary,1854, Douglas as Chairman of tho 
Committeo on Territories, reported to the Senate his teeond 
Nebraska Bill (tho fir t having failed for wont of time, dur- 
ing the former session.) This second Act, like tho first, con- 
tained no repeal, and was accompanied by the following re- 
port trom Mr. Douglas: 

DOUGLAS REPORT IN SENATE, JAN. 4, 1854. 

"Your Coraraittoe do not feel themselves called upon to 
enter into the discussion of those controverted questions. 
They involve the same grave issues which produced the agi- 
tation, tho sectional strife and tho fearlnl struggle of ISOO. 
As Congress deemed it wise and prudent to refrain from de- 
ciding the matters in controversy then, either by affirming 
or repealing the Jleiican laws, or by an act declaratory of 
tho true intent of the Constitution and tho extent of the 
protection alTnided by it to slave property In the Territories, 
Bo rOUn COMMITTEE A HE HOT PJIEPAMED HOW 
TO RECOMMEND A rtEPARTUllE from tho cour.se pur- 
sued on that raemorablo occasion, ElTBEIt BY AFFIRM- 
im OR REPEAJ.INO THE EIGHTH SECTION OF 
THE MISSOURI ACT, or by any Act declaratory of tho 
meaning of tho Constitution in respect to tho legal points in 



iliBphto."— [Do^iglftg' Report as Chalrinun of the Comsnittea 
on TerritoricB, in Senate, January 4th, 18!)4. 

THE THIRD NEBRASKA BILL. 

Up to this timi- we Bce that Mr. Douglas had kept the Mls- 
jouri CompromiBe "sacred." But now n miraculous chanRa 
comes o'ci the spirit of his drcrnm, ind on t!ie 23d day of 
January, A. 1) ISui, (only 19 daya after his former report) 
he brings in liis third Nebraska liill, in the ehape of a Bub- 
gtitute torhiH former report, dividing the Territory of J^'ebras- 
kainto two Territories (Kansas and N«braska)and repealing 
the ^/issouri Comi)r(>mi80. 

Senator Achison accounts fur ' the milk in Vic cocoa nut," 
and cxplaini how and why Dovslus repealed the ilissoiiri 
Compromise. ThefoUawing is a report of his speech made, at 
^'■Atchison OiVj.' iii Kansas, in Scplemher, as reported 

in the "PdrkviUt Luminal y:'' 

'•Kor myself 1 am entirely devoted to the interests of tin* 
South, and I woiild sacrifice every tiling but my hope of 
HeaTcn to advance her welfare. He thoutriit the .Wishonri 
Compromise ought to be repealed; he had pSedgod himself in 
his public addresf-es to vote for no territorial organization 
that would not virtually annul it; and with tliis feeling in 
his heart, he desired to bo the Chairman of the ^'cnatu Com- 
mittPG on Torritories, whca a bill \* as introducsd. 

With this object in view, he had a private intcrriew with 
ifr. Douglas, and informed him of what he decirfd — tlie in- 
troduction of a bill for Nebraska, like what he had promised 
to vote for and that ho would like to be Chairman of the 
Committee on Territories, iu order to introduce such a niea- 
jure; and, if ha could get tliat position he would immediately 
resign as President of the Senate Judge Dougias re<|uested 
Iwenty-fuur hours to consider the matter, and if :il the expi- 
ration of that time, ho could not introduce such bill rsho 
{Mt. >tohison) proposed, which would at the samt time ac- 
cord with hiB own tense of justice to the South, he would re- 
sign as Chairman of the Territorial Committao in Bamncratic 
cancus. and exert his iniluenco to got him (A.tchi«on) ap- 
pointed At the expiration of the given time. Senator Dr-ug. 
las signified hie intention to introduce such a bill as had been 
Bpokei of." 

DOUGLAS VOTES AGAINST POPULAR SOVER- 
EIGNTY THE OIIASE AMENDMENT. 

"Mr. Chase — I deiiro to submit an amendment, to inhert 
Immediately after tVio word? — (-subject to the CouBtitntion of 
the United States,') which have been imerted, the following . 

Under which the people of the Territory through their ap- 
proprwtorepres«nfaliveB,may iftheyseefit, PKOIIIBITTIIK 
EXISTENCE W SLAA'EHY TUKHr-IN."— [Cong. Globe, 
1854— page 421. 

This amendment to the Nebraska Bill was offered in the 
Senate on the 15th of February, 1854; and aft-jr duo discus- 
Bion was, on the 2d of March following, rejected The vote 
stood — yeas 10; nays 30. DOUtJLAS voting against it. 

DOUGLAS VOTES AGAINST POPULAR 

SOVEREIONXY. 

TrumbuU'H amendment — in Senate, July 2d, 185C: 
"And belt further enacted, That the provinion of tlie 'Act 
to organixo the Territories of Nebraska and Kansas,' which 
declares it to be 'tho true intent oad meaning' of said Act 
'not to legislate shivery into any Territory or State, nor to 
exclude it therefrom, but to leave the people thereof per- 
fectly free to form and regulate their domestic institutions in 
t^-eir own way, subject only to the Constitution of tho Uni- 
ted iStatefi,' was intended to and does confer upon or leave to 
the people of tho Territory of Kansas full power at any time, 
through its Territorial LegislaturCj to exclude slavery from 
said Territory or to recognize and regulate it therein." 

The Tote stood— yeas 11; nays 34. DOUGLAS voting in tho 
negative. 

DOUGLAS DEFENDS THE BORDER RUFFIANS. 

"Tho natural consequence was that immediate steps were 
taken by the people of the Western Counties of Mistouri to 
stimulate, organize and carry into effect a system of emigra- 
tion similar to that of the Massachusetts Emigrant Aid Com- 
pany, for the avowed purpose of counteracting the clTucta 
and protecting themselves and their domestic institutions 
from tho consefjuenccs of that Company's operations Tho 
material difference in the character of the two rival and con- 
flicting movements consists in the fact thai the one had its 
origin in an AGGRESSIVIC and the other in a DEFKN&IVK 
policy." — [Douglas' Report to the Senate, March 12, 1850— 
page 0. 



DOUGLAS DECLARES THE BOGUS KANSAS ' 
LEGISLATURE AND ITS BOGUS LAWS TO 
BE LEGAL. 

"So far as tho question Involres THE LKGAMTY OP 
TIiE KANSAS LUGISLATUUE, AND THE VALIDITY 
OF ITS ACTS, it is entirely Mmmatt-rlal whether wo adopt 
the reasoning and conclunion of the minority or msjorlty re- 
ports, for eacli proves that THE LEGISLATURE WAS LE- 
GALLY AND DULY CONSTITUTED,"— Douglas' Heport to 
tho Senate, J/arch 12, 185C— page 1.*). 

DOUGLAS DECLARES THE PEOPLE OF KAN- 
SAS :\II'ST ]5E "subdued" INTO SUBMIS- 
SION TO THE BOGUS LAAVS. 
"The minority rei^ort advocates foreign interference; we 
advocate self government and noninterfereiiro. We are 
ready to meet the issue; and there will be no dodging. Wo 
intend to meet it boldly; TO KKQUIRE SUliSIISSION TO 
THE LAWS AND TO THE CON.STITUTED AUrilOUI- 
TIE«; TO REDUCE TO SUBJKCTiON TllOSR WUO RE- 
SIST THEM, AND TO PUNISH UKUELLION AND 
TREASON. I am ghid that a defiant spirit is exhibited 
here; we accept the issue." — [Douglas Speech in Senate, 
March 12th, 1850; see Daily Congreo.'ional Globe, March IS, 
185e, 5tli column of Sd p.igo. 

"In this connection your Committee feel sincere satisf*c- 
tion in commendiiij; the mespates and proclamation of the 
Prefldent. in which we have tho gratifying assurance that 
the supremacy of tho laws will be maintained; that rel)8Uion 
will bo crushed; * *■ that tho federal and local 

laws will bo vindicated agiunet all attempts of organized re- 
sistance," — [I;ouglas Report to the Senate, MaxcXi 12, 1850 — 
page •10, 

DOUGLAS RECOMMENDS THE APPROPRIA- 
TION OF MONEY TO ENFORCE THE BOGUS 
LAWS. 

''I recommend also that a special appropriation he made to 
defray any expKnse which may becume requisite IN THE 
KXKCUTION >tF THE LAWS, or tho maintenance of pub- 
lic order in the Territory of Kang«8." — [President Pierpo's 
Special Kansas Message, 

"In compliance with the other (the above) recommenda- 
tion, your committee propose to ofifer to the Appropriation 
Bill »n amaiidment appropriating such sum as shall bo 
found necessary by the csiimates to be obtained for the pur- 
pose indicated in the recommendation of the Preaideat "— ' 
[Douglas' Report to the Senate, March 12, 1859 — page 41. 

SENATOR TOOMBS TELLS HOW, "WHEN AND 
WHERE DOUGLAS STRUCK THE SUBMIS- 
SION CLAUSE OUT OP THE TOOMBS BILL. 
In tho United States Senate, on tho 18th day of March 
last, Senator Toombs made a speech, reported in tho Ap- 
pendix to tho Congressional Globe of the last session, and on 
page 127, speaking of the bill which ho had introduced, h& 
uses tho following remarkable language: 

"The first tvTelve sections provided the machinery for exe- 
cuting tho (Toombs) bill, so that there should be no dispute 
as to it» fairness. 

The other sections containing only tho formal parts of tho 
bill incident to evei-y enabling !M;t, I cut them off with my 
scissors from a printed bill before me. The first twelve sec- 
tions are in my owu writing, lu tho thirteenth section, un- 
der the usual clause, stating that the following shall be the 
fundamental conditions of admission, THERE WERE 
WORDS REQUIRING A J>UBMISSION OF THE CONSTI- 
TUTION TO THK PEOPLE. That I did not observe. 

Wheii tho bill came up for consideration between some 
gentlemen of tne Committee and myself, there being no pro- 
vision in tho bill for a second election ; there being no safe- 
guards for such a popular election; tho bill being incon- 
gruous as to that purpose, I suggested the striking out of this 
clause. It w.as done as tho report shows. It Laving got 
there by accident, as it was stricken out at my suggestion, as 
a matter of course, Tho principles upon which that mea- 
sure was based were these: first, that all the legal voters of 
the Territory should have a fair opportunity, free from force 
or fraud, to elect a convention and to make a constitution; 
AND THEN THAT THEY SHOULD COME INTO THK 
UNION, UNDER THAT CONSTITUTION, WITHOUT RE- 
FEUIUNO EITHER THE CONSTITUTION TO THE PEO- 
PLE. OR THE QUESTION OP ADMISSION AGAIN TO 
CONGRESS." 



■ cojrriimow.'"--*' '-*''^' . 

^ftnwkg is about to »p«ak 'futvlielMir^r«xi^f}MN^deIe> 
Satea assembled In eonrention to form a c6BSt|ta^QD^PFepa- 
ni^ory toh«r admiBsipn-intp. tha.TTnV^ on. aa e9.aat*footin^ 
with tb«t orloinaVStatM. Poace and pjroip^rfiy^w prerail 
tiiroiighont hec bordei:«. The lav U'ctter trhSeh h«r del«>(^t«a 
ace to be «tected, is believed to be just and Mr In all'iti ob- 
jeptR aod proTislobg. * • * If any portion of the 
inhabitants, aeting under the advice of political leaders in 
diatant Ctatos, tball choose to KbRsnt th'^mselvc^ from the 
pulls, and withhold their votes, with a view of leaving the 
free State Democrats in a minority, and thm securing a pro- 
Blavery constitution in opposition to th« wishes of a ninjority 
of the peppLe Uving under it, let the responsibility rest on 
(hose who, for pivrtisan purposes, will sacrifice the principles 
ihey profef!S to cherish and promote." — [Douglas' Spring- 
fi^dQrand Jury Sp«ech, June 12th, 1SS7. 

COtlOLAS ON THE ADMISSION OP DTAU WITH POLYGAMY, 

'•The Territory of Utah was organixed nndar one of the 
acts known as the Compromise Meastiresof 1860.on the sup- 
poeition that the inhabitants were Amorican citizens, own* 
£ak aiid acUno\vIe<^i .ig allegiance to the United States, and 
ll^seqiiently: estitlud to the benefits of salf government 
Willie a Territory, and to admission into the Union on an 
eq&alTooting'.'with the original States so 6oon aa they shall 
number, the reiiuisite population. It was conceded on all 
baDdi9,«tlid by ell parties, that the peculiarities of their rell- 
gtonti faith anrl ceremenies interposed no valid and constitu- 
tidaal objectioa to thoir reception into the Union, in con- 
fortnlty with tho Federal CcuEtitution, so long as they were 
ini'^aU other respects entitled to admission ."—[Douglas' 
Uptlnisfliild Grand Jury Speech, June 12tb, 1857. 

DO'Ja]:.AS SATS SJ^AVEUY IS A CIVILIZED AND CHRISTIAN 

INSTITUTION. 

.. "At that day the negro was looked upon as a being of an 
iDfeHot race. All history bad proved that in no part of tho 
trprid, or the world's history, had the negro ever shown 
biineelf capable of self government, and it was nbt the in- 
tention of the founders of this government to violate that 
great law of God which made the distinction between the 
white and the black man. That distinclion is plain and pal- 
poMt, an4 it has heen the rule nf civilization and Christian- 
it]/. the world oxer, thai uihenerer any one man or tet of men 
were incapahU of taking care of theirudves, Vw.y should con- 
sent lo be governed by those who are capable of managing 
their affairs for WMrm."~[Donglas' Springfield Grand jury 
Speech, June 12th, 1857, as published in the Missoari He- 
piiWfcQn of Juno 18th, 1857. 

DOUGI-AS SAYS POrCLAU SOVEREtGNTY IS A JUDICIAL 
QUESTION. 

• "Ha (TrnmbulIXtried the other day, as these aesocf atcd Ivith 
him on th» stump used to do two years ago, and l»«t year, to 
ascertain what were mv opinions on this point in the Ne- 
braska Bill. I TOLD TUKM IT WAS A JUDICIAL QpKS- 
TION. • * * My answer then was and now !«, ' 
THAT IF THK CONSTITUTION CARRIES SLAVERY 
THERE LET IT GO, AND NO POWER ON B ARTS CAN 
TAKE IT AWAY; bat if the Cocstitution dpes riot carry it 
there, no power but the people can carry it there. Whatever 
may be the true declli n of that contitutional point, it would 
not have affected my vote tor or against the Nebraska Bill, 
T should have supported it just as reddUy if Ithr,ught Vie de- 
cision would be one way aa the other. If my coll-ague will 
examine my speeches, he will find that declaration. Be will 
aldo lh:4 that I stated I would not discuss this LEGAIi 
QUESTION, for by the Bill we referred it to the Courts."— 
ipongtas' S(?eech in Senate, July 2d, 185C— Appendix to 
CoEg. Globe, page 707. ■ 

HOVr THE COURT DECIDED THJ^ qUKSTION. THE DRED 
SCOTT DECISION ON SLATfeRY. 

"The only tvfo provisions which point to'thetn. (elaveB,) 
and include them, treoi tkcm as property, AND MAKE IT' 



i)Xrnr,0» G(^VJSRHMKKT 10 PBOTKOT IT; nooth- 
w-Snivtla^^inMion to tSai«x«o^ is toba fonndlu thot^ i 

"XheTerritory^twi^g 4 part iof the United Biates, the gvr- •> 
eminent apd the? citizens both enter it under the authority " 
of the Conytitutton', With their re^j^cTctive rights «efined'<a»l 
mark«dout; andthb federal < Government can *»erc1iiana \ 
power over his person or propesty, bejond what that instra. « 
ment c-onf^rs, nor lawfully deny any right which it hes>jre< 
served. ' * *; ■ « ■ » ♦ - ■ :* i ■ «,,{ 

The powers over person and property of which W" sp^k 
are not only not granted to Congress, 6m< are inexpi-eist^jmlM i 
denied, and tbey are forbidden to exercise them. And ^Ms - 
prohibiiion is not confined to the States, but the words' are 
genefi^l, and extend to the w/tote. t«rn<ori/ over which tha ^ 
Constitution gives it power to legislate, iLclnding those por- 
tions of it reniainlDg under Territoriol Government, as well 
98 that covered by States. It is a total absence of power ^ 
everywhere within the dominion of the United States, and 
places the citizens of a Tcm'tory so far at these rights are I 
concerned, on tho same footing with citizens of the Statei,- 
and guards them as firmly and platnlj against any inroads ' 
which the general goven»n(eBt might attx^mpt under th^plea f 
of implied or incidental powfera. And if Congress itself oan-^? 
not do this— if it is beyond the powcra conferred on the Fed- !' 
cral Government— it wi'.l be udmitted, -we presume, that it r 
could not authorize a territorial Government to exercise • 
them. 

* * * And >f the Constitution recognizes the ' 
right of property of the master In aelave, and makes nodis--) 
tinction between that description of property and other pro- ' 
perty owned by a citizen, no tribunttl, acting under the an- i 
thority of tho United Stotes, whether LKGISLATIVE, Ex- ; 
ecutive or judicial, has n rij?ht to dmw such adistinction, or 
UKNV to it the Ixmofit of the provisions and guarantees -I 
which have been provided for the protection of private pro- ' 
perty ag-iiiist the cncroachmputs of the Government."— ' 
[Dred Boott Decision, opinion of the court, pages 449, 450 and < 
451, Howard's report. 

DOUGLAS ENDORSES AND SUSTAINS THE DRED SCOTT j' 
DECISION. t 

ThecharacterofChief Justice Taney and associate Judges 
■who concurred with him require no eulogy— no vindication 
fromnie. They are endcnred to the people of the United ; 
St itei by their craincni public Bervices--~veneratod fcr their 
great learning, wisdom and experience— and beloved ifor the i 
Bpot!.«!S8 purity of their characters and their exemplary lives 
The poUououa shafts of partisan malice will fall harmless ' 
at their feet, while their judicial dacisiong will stand in all . 
future time, a proud monument to their greatness, thead- 
miration of the good and wise, and a rebuke to the partisans - 
of faction and lawless violence. 

* * * The Court did not attempt to avoid responsibility 
by disposing of thecase upon'technical poitts without touch- 
ing tiia merits, nor did they go out of their way to decide j 
questitns not properly before them and directly presented • 
by tho .'ecord. Like honest and conscientious judges, aa 
they are, they met and decided each point as it arose, and 
faithfully performed their whule duty and nothing but their 
duty to the country by determining all the questions in the 
case, and nothing but what was essential to the decision of 
the caso upon its merits.— [Douglas* Springfield Grand .Tury 
Speech, June 12th 1857. 

'•When the decision is made, my private opinion, yonr ' 
opinion, all otfier opinions must yic Id to the majesty of ' 
that anthoritative adjudication. • * • • I shall respect ' 
the decisions of that angnst tribnuaL I shall alwavs bowin 
deference to them. • ♦ • - ♦ i will sustain the judicial ' 
tribunals and constituted authorities dn all matters within 
the hale of their jurisdiction as defined by tho constitution." 
[Douglas' Speech at Chicago, July 9th 1858, 

DOUGLAS •'don't CARE." 
"It 1^ none of my business which way the silvery clansa: 
(in Kansas) is decided. , I CARE NOT WHETHER IT IS 
TOTED DOWN OR VOTED UP.— (Douglas' speach in Sen.: 
ate, Dec«mber9th,lS57, Congressional Globe, parti, page 18, 
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